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No. 255, of Dugger, Ind., favoring the passage of House bill No.
65685, known as the Grosvenor pure-fiber bill—to the Committee
on Ways and Means.

Also, rzsolutions of Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen No. 207
Toledo, Ohio, and Order of Railway Conductors No. 270, of
Youngstown, Ohio, and Trade and Labor Council of Chillicothe,
Ohio, favoring the passage of the Grosvenor anti-injunction bill—
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. HEPBURN: Resolutions of C. E. Boynton Lodge, No.
18, Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, of Eagle Grove, Wright
County, Iowa, in support of the bill known as ‘ the Foraker-
Corliss safety-appliance bill’’—to the Committee on Interstate
and Foreign Commerce. ;

By Mr. HOPKINS: Petition of R. B. Hayes Post, No. 120,
Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Illinois, for investi-
gation of administration of Bureaun of Pensions—to the Commit-
tee on Rules.

By Mr. KERN: Petition of sundry citizens of Carlyle, Ill., fa-
voring House bills 178 and 179, for reduction of tax on liguor—
to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, resolutions of Central Trades Labor Assembly of Sparta;
Federal Labor Union No. 8533, of Marissa, I11., and Arnold Lodge,
No 44, Locomotive Firemen, East St. Louis, I1l., favoring an edu-
cational test for restriction of immigration—to the Committee on
Immigration and Naturalization.

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of citizens of Ottumwa, Iowa, for the
appointment of a commission to investigate equal suffrage—to
the Committee on Rules.

By Mr. LINDSAY: Resolution of Levi P. Morton Club, of Brook-
lyn, N. Y., indorsing House bill 6279, to increase the pay of letter
carriers—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

Also, resolutions of the Federation of Labor, favoring the re-
enactment of the Chinese-exclusion law—to the Committee on
Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. MAHON: Resolution of Colonel P. D. Housum Post,
No. 309, Grand Army of the Republic, Chambersburg, Pa., in
relation to the extension of the post-exchange system—to the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs,

Also, resolution of Broad Top Division, No. 158, order of Rail-
way Conductors, Huntingdon, Pa., for the further restriction of
;uinmigraﬁon—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza-

on

By Mr. McRAE: Petition of Adams Division, No. 59, Order of
Railway Conductors, of Texarkana, Ark.,favoring an educational
qualification for immigrants—to the’Committee on Immigration
and Naturalization.

By Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts: Resolutions of Cigar Mak-
ers’ Union No. 324, Riggers, Tarers, and Scrapers’ Union No.
9599, of Gloucester, Mass., and Local Union No. 247, of Salem,
Mass., favoring an educational gualification for immigrants—to
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization.

By Mr. MOODY of North Carolina: Petition of citizens of the
State of North Carolina in relation to the claim of Harvey M.
Dickson, William T. Mason, The Dickson-Mason Lumber Com-

pany, and David L. Boyd against the United States for damages | P2

on account of a certain injunction suit brought against said
parties by the United States—to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. MOODY of Oregon: Petifion of citizens of Malheur
County, Oreg., relative to the leasing of public lands—to the
Committee on the Public Lands.

Also, resolution of Miners’ Union No. 42, of Bourne, Oreg.,
favoring a restriction of immigration and cheap labor—to the
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization.

By Mr. MOON: Papers toaccomésany House bill 1269, in behalf
of William D. Humbard—to the Committee on Aplln)opriatious.

Also, affidavits of R. H. Howard, H. F. Rogers, H. D. Huffaker,
T. E. Abernathy, M. D., S. T. Fowler, Henry R. Jordan, and
H. J. Springfield, to accompany House bill 8049, for the relief of
H. J. Springfield—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

By Mr. MORRELIL: Memorial by the National Association of
State Dairy and Food Departments, in favor of uniform legisla-
tion for the conduct and operation of the said departments—to
the Committee on Agriculture.

Also, resolutions of Shirt Waist and Laundry Workers’ Union
of Philadelphia, Pa., for the further restriction of immigration—
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization.

By Mr. ROBB: Resolutions of Federal Labor Union No. 9402,
of Fredericktown, Mo., favoring an educational qualification for
immigrants—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza-
tion.

By Mr. RYAN: Resolutions of Branches Nos. 16, 61, 208, and
844, and St. Valentine Branch, Societies of the Polish National
Alliance. all of Buffalo, N. Y., favoring the erection of a statue to
the late Brigadier-General Count Pulaski at Washington—to the
Committee on the Library.

By Lir. SCHIRM: Resolutions of Patapsco Lodge, No. 432; Bal-

timore, Md., Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen, favoring the ! Se

AUTHENTICATED
U.S. GOVERNMENT
INFORMATION

GPO

passage of the Hoar-Grosvenor anti-injunction bill—to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. SHALLENBERGER: Petition of J. C. Den and other
citizens of Arapahoe, Nebr., in favor of House bills 170 and 179—
to the Conmimittee on Ways and Means.

Also, papers to accompany House bill granting an increase of
pension to Samuel L. Brass—to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
81018,

By Mr. STEELE: Resolutions of Martha Washi Circle,
No. 21, Ladies of Grand Army of the Republic, Marion, Ind.,
favoring a bill providing pensions to certain officers and men in
the Army and Navy of the United States when 50 years of age
and over, and increasing widows’ pensions to $12 per month—to
the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, resolutions of Union No. 227, Painters and Decorators, of
Hartford City, Ind., for the exclusion of illiterate immigrants—
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization.

By Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama: Resolutions of Gulf City Lodge,
No. 437, Railroad Trainmen, of Mobile, Ala., for the further re-
striction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and
Naturalization.

By Mr. WACHTER: Petitions of citizens of Baltimore, Md., in
favor of amendments to the bankruptey act—to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

Also, paper to accompany House bill granting a pension to Mor-
ris B. Slawson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. WANGER: Resolution of Graham Post, No. 106, Grand
Army of the Republic, Pottstown, Pa., favoring the passage of
House bill 3067—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: Paper to accompany House bill
granting an increase of pension to David W. Reed—to the Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions,

By Mr. WRIGHT: Resolutions of Watkins Post, No. 68, and
Captain. James Ham Circle, No. 76, Grand Army of the Republic,
Department of Pennsylvania, favoring the passage of House bill
3067—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

SENATE.

TUESDAY, April 8, 1902.

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MiLBURN, D. D.

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro-
ceedings, when, on request of Mr. TELLER, and by unanimous con-
sent, the further reading was dispensed with,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal will stand ap-
proved, if there be no objection. It is approved.

AMERICAN NATIONAL RED CROSS SOCIETY.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the
Senate a communication from the secretary of the American Na-
tional Red Cross Society, transmitting, pursnant to law, the an-
nual report of that society for the year ended December 31, 1901.
The Chair suggests that the communication and accompanyin,

pers be referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, a.ng
that only the written part of the report be printed. With-
out objection, 1t will be so ordered.

COLUMBIA HOSPITAL FOR WGMEN.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed Mr. McComas a di-
rector, on the part of the Senate, of the Columbia Hospital for
‘Women and Lying-in Asylum, under the provisions of the act of
June 10, 1872.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr, W. J.
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, annonnceg that the House had passed
the bill (S. 176) to provide for the extension of the charters of
national banks.

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of
the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R.
10530) to repeal war-revenue taxation, and for other purposes.

The message further announced that the House had di d
to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 11353) mak-
ing appropriations for the current and contingent expenses of the
Indian De&tment and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with
various Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1903, and
for other purposes, asks a conference with the Senate on the dis-
agreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr.
SHERMAN, Mr. CURTIS, and Mr. LiTTLE managers at the confer-
ence on the part of the Hotse.

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED,
The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon
ed by the President pro tempore: 2
A Dill (8. 1025) to promote the efficiency of the Revenue-Cutter
TYiCce; .
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B.%ﬂbi]l (H. R. 1011) granting an increase of pension to John 8.
aulett;
A‘E.?I (H. R. 1706) granting an increase of pension to John E.

A bill (H. R. 2120) granting an increase of pension to Horatio
N. Warren;

o %[ bi]lcCo(H. R. 2124) granting an increase of pension to Dewit

A Y

A bill (H. R. 3084) for the relief of bona fide settlers in forest
Yeserves;
A bill (H. R. 3180) granting an increase of pension to Edward
S'B i:ci]ﬁe?sﬁonﬁ 3418) oo D

T granting a pension i er;

A bill (H. R. 5413) granting an increase of pens]ig:l to Alfred
H, Van Vliet; 2

A bill (H. R. 6029) granting an increase of pension to Mary E.

Kelly;
A%ill (H. R. 6466) granting a pension to Josephine M. Dustin;
A bill (H. R. 6713) granting an increase of pension to Freeman
R. E. Chana :
A bill (H. R. 7990) granting an increass of pension to Uriah

MADI;i]J 1(d]EI. R. 9301) granting an increase of pension to Barbara
cDonald;

A bill (H. R. 9821) granting a pension to John W. Moore;

A bill (H. R. 10044) granting an increase of pension to William
Larzalere;

A bill (H. R. 10193) granting an increase of pension to John
Hollister;

A bill (H. R. 10289) granting a pension to Eliza Stewart;

A bill (H. R. 10863) to authorize the establishment of a life-
saving station on Ocracoke Island, on the coast of North Carolina;
A bill (H. R. 11875) granting a pension to Charles F. Merrill;

A bill (H. R. 11881) granting an increase of pension to Abraham
N. Bradfield; and

A bill (H. R. 11409) to authorize the construction of a traffic
bridge across the Savannah River, etc.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair presents a remon-
strance from business men of San Francisco and the Pacific coast
against the passage of the Chinese-exclusion bill in its present
form, efe.

Mr. KEAN. I ask that it may be read.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Jersey
asks that the telegram may be read. Is there objection? The
Chair hears none, and it will be read.

The memorial was read, and ordered to lie on the table, as
follows:

[Telegram.]
SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., April 8, 1902,
Hon. W. P. FRYE

President of Senate, Washington, D. C.

The exclusion of imate Chinese merchants that will result from the
passing of the exclusion act now being debated in the Senate is an act of
groess injustice to the mercantile and merchant interests of the Pacific coast,
and of 8an Franciscoin ular, and wehereby g_protest against
such injustice and request that the bill be so amended as to eplgr and legiti-
mately admit merchant class of Chinese. Any committee g

n the exclusion of Chinese merchants does not voice the sentiment or de-
sires of those interested in the mercantile welfare of San Francisco and in

the development of the commerce of this port.
pClnus Spreckels, Thomas Brown, J. W. Helman, W. H. Crocker,
Chas. Webb Howard, A, H. Payson, P, N, Lilienthal, J. A
Donohue, Ant. Borel, H. T. Scott, J. D. Grant, Jno. Parrott,
G. W. Kline, Levi Strauss, Chas. Holbrook, Warren D. Clark,
Percy T. Morgan, Leon Sloss, C. E. Green, C. gne, John F,

Merrill, W. C. Ralston, E. W. kinsdJahn L. AR,
Morrison, W. B. Bowen, H. g.a%ree on, Geo. Abbott, 8, C.

n,
Buckbee, Geo. A, Newhall, Geo, W. McNear, William ock,

g:{lnud Faymouville, Geo. A. Pope, Alfred 8, Tubbs, F. W.
o,

Mr. QUAY presented a memorial of the United Labor League
of Western Pennsylvania, remonstrating against the enactment
of legislation to license electricians and to regulate electrical wir-
ing in the District of Columbia; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on the District of Columbia.

He also presented a petition of the Wholesale Lumber Dealers’
Association, of Pittsburg, Pa., praying for the enactment of legis-
lation providing for the abolition of the foreign landing charge
imposed by steamship companies upon lumber and other export
products; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce.

He also presented petitions of @&. Tucker Post, No. 52, Depart-
ment of Pennsylvania, Grand Army of the Republic, of Lewis-
burg; of A. G. Reed Post, No. 105, Dgpartment of Pennsylvania,
Grand Army of the Republic, of Butler, and of Ca Post,
No. 35, Department of Pennsylvania, Grand Army of the Repub-
lic, of Phi]gdelphia, all in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for
the enactment of legislation IFI'O"'I&JI!S pensions to certain officers
and men in the Afmy and Navy of the United States when 50

years of age and over, aud to increase the pensions of the widows

of soldiers to $12 per month; which were referred to the Com-
mittee on Pensions. ]

He also presented a petition of American Flint Glass Workers’
Union No. 86, American Federation of Labor, of Monaca, Pa.,
praying for the reenactment of the Chinese-exclusion law; which
was ordered to lie on the table,

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of sundry citizens of Peo-
ria, of the Cigar Makers’ Local Union of Galesburg, of the
Plow Workers’ Local Union of Springfield, of the Lathers’
Local Union of Springfield, and of sundry citizens of Chicago
and Galesburg, all in the State of Illinois, praying for the re-
enactment of the Chinese-exclusion law; which were ordered to
lie on the table.

He also presented petitions of Amalgamated Societies of Engi-
neers Nos. 594 and 595, of Chicago; of Branch No. 2, Amalgamated
Society of Engineers, of Chicago; of Painters’ Local Union No. 66,
of Quincy; of Brushmakers’ Local Union No. 6980, of Chicago;
of Metropolis Federal Labor Union No. 9280, of Metropolis; of
Federal Labor Union No. 8997, American Federation of Labor, of
Salem, and of Lodge No. 499, Brotherhood of Locomotive Fire-
men, of Chicago, all in the State of Illinois, praying for the enact-
ment of legislation providing an educational test for immigrants
to tt]?iis country; which were referred to the Committee on Immi-

ation.
gTMr. PATTERSON. I present a petition signed by 319 Ameri-
cen citizens of Honolulu on the subject of Asiaticexclusion. Itis
short, and I should like to have it read and printed asa document.

There being no objection, the petition was read, as follows:

To the Senate and House of Representatives
of the United States of America, greeting:

We, the undersigned citizens of the United States, do hereby represent—
First. That the &Mg and future prosperity of this nation de

great measure on the maintenance of the present h standard of living of
its inhabitants. . big ing

Second. That this standard can not be maintained if the sphere of the
American mechanic is invaded by the hordes of Asia, whose mode of life en-
ables tl}&l:.l. to live comfortably on a sum which to an American would be a
mers pittance.

Th.i‘:‘d. That at present fully 75 per cent of all the labor of the Hawaiian
Islandg, both skilled and unskilled, is being performed entirely by Orientals.

Fourth. That practically all the labor, both skilled and lled, which
has been performed on buildings and grounds in this Territory for the Fed-
eral Government has been and is still being performed entirely by Japanese
and Chinese, to the entire exclusionof competent American mechanics, who,
‘“i reason of these conditions, are at present forced into almost complete
idleness. :

Fifth. That the population of the Hawaiian Territory is 150,000, of whom
the Chinese and Ja number nearly 87,000, the Americans about 5,000,
and the natives 87,000. =

Sixth, That by rigidly excluding all Orientals from this Territory and
from the United States conditions would soon become such that American
citizens would be enabled to earn a living for themselves and families, which
they are now practically unable to do on account of the deplorable and en-
tirely un-American conditions now existing here,

Seventh. That, for the reasons above set forth, your petitioners earnestly
ask that suitable 1 tion be framed the results of which would be—

First. The complete exclusion of both Jap and Chinese or their de-
scendants from Américan territory.

Second. The requirement that all labor of e\'eE‘SIeacri tion whatsoever
which is performed for the Federal Government be Sona by, and only
by, citizens of the United States.

And your petitioners will ever pray.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Colorado
asks that the petition be printed as a document. Is there objec-
tion? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered.

Mr. CULLOM. I think it ought to be referred to the Commit-
tee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico.

Mr. FORAKER. Isunggestthat it be referred to the Commit-
tee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so referred.

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of sundry citizens of Byfield,
Mass., praying for the reenactment of the Chinese-exclusion law;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

He also presented petitions of Riggers, Tarers, and Scrapers’
Local Union No. 9599, of Gloucester; of Textile Workers’
Union No. 188, of Northampton; of Painters, Decorators, and
Paperhangars‘ Local Union No. 247, of Salem; of Switchers’
Local Union No. 44, of Brockton, and of Painters’ Local Union
No. 419, of Spencer, all in the State of Massachusetts, praying
for the enactment of legislation providing an educational test for
immigrants to this country; which were referred to the Commit-
tee on Immigration.

He also presented a memorial of the West Newton Woman’s
Alliance and sundry other citizens of West Newton, Mass., re-
monstrating against the official regulation of vice in the Phili
pines and other island possessions of the United States; whic
was referred to the Committee on the Philippines.

Mr. DEPEW presented a petition of the Central Labor Union
of Auburn, N. Y., praying for the enactment of legislation pro-
viding an educational test for immigrantsto this country; which
was referred to the Committee on Immigration.

He also nted a petition of Maple City Division, No. 25, Or-
der of Railway Conductors, of Oglfenahurg, N. Y., praying for

ndsina *
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the enactment of legislation to exclude Chinese laborers from the
United States and their insular possessions; which was ordered to
lie on the table.

Mr. COCKRELL presented a petition of Shirt Waist and
Laundry Workers’ Local Union No. 103, American Federation of
Labor, of St. Louis, Mo., praying for the reenactment of the
Chinese-exclusion law; which was ordered to lie an the table.

He also presepted a petifion of Lodge No. 54, Brotherhood of
Locomotive Firemen, of Moberly, Mo., and a petition of Federal
Labor Union No. 9402, American Federation of Labor, of Fred-
ericktown, Mo., praying for the enactment of legislation provid-
ing an educational test for immigrants to this country; which
were referred to the Committee on Immigration.,

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Humansville,
Mo., remonstrating against the passage of the so-called parcels-

ill; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices
and Post-Roads.

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Camden,
Mo., remonstrating against the Fsgage of the so-called Grout bill,
toregulate the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine; which was
ordered to lie on the table. !

He also presented a memorial of Cigar Makers’ Local Union No.
233, American Federation of Labor, of Sedalia, Mo., remonstrat-
ing against any reduction being made in the import duty on ci-
gars; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. -

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of Federal Labor Union No.
9812, American Federation of Labor, of Maine, praying for the
enactment of legislation providing an educational test for immi-
grants to this country; which was referred to the Committee on
Immigration.

He also presented the memorial of B. Lantry Sons, of Los
Angeles, Cal., remonstrating against the passage bf the so-called
Grout bill, to regulate the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

He also presented the petition of James Selden Cowdon, of
‘Washington, D. C., praying that an appropriation be made to re-
gild the statue of Freedom on the Dome of the Capitol; which was
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds,

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES,

Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom
were referred the following bills, reported them severally without
amendment, and submitted reports thereon:

SeAlhlm (H. R. 5695) granting an increase of pension to John M.
ydel:

o A 1111111 (H. R. 2081) granting an increase of pension to Thomas
indley;

A bill (H. R. 8782) granting an increase of pension to Myron C,
Burnside: and

A bill (H. R. 2600) granting an increase of pension to Richmond
L. Booker.

Mz, BURTON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were
referred the following bills, reported them severally without
amendment, and snbmitted reports thereon:

A bill (H. R. 1486) granting an increase of pension to Charles
A. Perkins;

A bill (H. R. 5258) granting an increase of pension to Willjam
Eastin: and
GaA bill (H. R. 11578) granting an increase of pension fo John

ston.

Mr. BURTON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was
referred the bill (H. R. 5102) granting an increase of pension to
Margaret Baker, formerly Maggie Ralston, reported it with an
amendment, and submitted a report thereon.

Mr. CARMACK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom
was referred the bill (H. R. 6081) granting an inerease of pension
to Frances T. Anderson, reported it with an amendment, and
submitted a report thereon.

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the
bill (H. R. 6080) granting an increase of pension to Mariah J.
Anderson, reported it without amendment, and submitted a re-
port thereon.

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the
bill (H. R. 2118) granting an increase of pension to Mary J. Clark,
reported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon.

r. PROCTOR, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to
whom was referred the bill (8. 4973) to place Lieut. Col. and
Bvt. Maj. Gen. Alexander Stewart Webb on the retired list of
the United States Army, reported it without amendment, and
submitted a report thereon, :

Mr. HANSBROUGH, from the Committee on Public Lands, to
whom was referred the bill (S. 4148) to grant certain lands to the
city of Colorado Springs, Colo., reported it with an amendment,
and submitted a report thereon.,

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom
was referred the bill (S. 4938) granting a pension to Rhoda Burn-

ham, submitted an adverse report thereon; which was agreed to,
and the bill was postponed indefinitely.

Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were
referred the following bills, reported them severally without
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: :
MA bill (H. R. 9986) granting an increase of pension to James

oore; ¢ -

Aé)i]'l (H. R. 9999) granting an increase of pension to George

. Guinn;

A bill (H. R. 11782) granting an increase of pension to Allen
Hockenbury; and
N%} 1i:qu (H. R. 2994) granting an increase of pension to Eliza J.

oble.

Mr. MASON, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-
Roads, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 11354) mn!dng:.ﬁ)-
propriations for the service of the Post-Office Department for the
fiscal year ending June 30, 1903, reported it with amendments.

PUBLICATIONS OF THE GEOLOGICAL SURVEY.

Mr, PLATT of New York. Yesterday I reported from the
Committee on Printing a joint' resolution (8. R. 74) relating to
publications of the Geological Survey, and it was read, but went
over on the objection of the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER].
gaak for its consideration now, the objection having been with-

Tawn.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection tothe pres-
ent consideration of the joint resolution?

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It was read to the Senate yes-
terday in full.

The joint resolution was reported to the Sendte without amend-
ment.

Mr. COCKRELL. Letit be again read.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be again read.

The Secretary again read tge joint resolution.

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third
reading, read the third time, and passed.

PRINTING OF PENSION MATTERS.

Mr. PLATT of New York, from the Committee on Printing,
reported the following resolution; which was considered by unan-
imous consent, and agreed to:

Resolved by the Senate, That the Public Printer be, and he is hereby, au-
thorized and directed to print from stereot; &L:tes 10,000 copies of extract
relating to pension matters from report of the Secretary of the Interior for
1901, to be incorporated with cog;es of regort of the Commissioner of Pen-
sions for 1901, the %nmmg of which has already been authorized,and to de-
liver the same to the Department of the Interior.

STATUTES RELATING TO PATENTS, ETC. .

Mr. PLATT of New York, from the Committee on Prim:iré,<
to whom was referred the resolution submitted by Mr. PriTcH-
ARD on the 4th instant, reported it without amendment; and it
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to, as follows:

EResolved, That 600 copies of the report of the commissioners to revise the
statutes relating to patents, trade-marks, etc., as revised, with index, be
printed for the use of the said commissioners.

MASONIC FAIR AND EXPOSITION.

Mr. GALLINGER. I am directed by the Committee on the
Distriet of Columbia to report a joint resolution, and, as it is a
matter of some urgency, I ask that it have present consideration.

The joint resolution (8. R. 76) to anthorize the issioners
of the District of Columbia toissue certain tempo: permits was
real(l the first time by its title and the second time ‘at length, as
follows: :

Resolved, ete., That the Commissioners of the District of Codgmbia are
hereby authorized topermit electric-light wires to be laid in existingsqnduits,
and house connections between such uits and Convention Hall, ™ the
purpose of stﬂ:pl:ll%:g additional light for the Masonic Fair and Expositidhg
}gg Provided, t all such wires shall be removed on or before May 19

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres-
ent consideration of the joint resolution?

There being no objection, the joint resolution was considered as
in Committee of the Whole.

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend-
ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third
time, and passed.

BILLS INTRODUCED,

Mr. JONES of Arkansas introdunced a bill (8. 5048) granting a
pension to Thomas P. Allmond; which was read twice by its title,
and referred to the Committee on Pensions.

Mr. HARRIS introduced a bill (S. 5049) for the relief of Syl-
vester S, Van Sickel; which was read twice by its title, and re-
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Mr. FORAKER introduced a bill (8. 5050) to remove the charge
of desertion from the military record of Nathan Harris; which
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers,
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs,
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He also introduced a hill (S. 5051) to remove the charge of de-
sertion from the military record of David Tyler; which was read
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to
the Committee on Military Affairs. ' "

He also introduced the following; bills; which were severally
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on
Pensions: :

A bill (S. 5052) granting an increase of pension to Gilbert Bar-
kalow (with accompanying papers);

A bill (8. 5053) granting a pension to Deborah Edwards (with
an accompanying paper); - y

A bill (8. 5054) granting an increase of pension to C. Judson
Craighead (with an accompanying paper);

A bill (S. 5055) granting an increase of pension to Mary E.
Phillips (with an accompanying paper);

A hill (8. 5056) granting an increase of pension to Henry Justus
(with accompanying papers);

A bill (8. 5057) granting a pension to Joseph Jackson; and

A bill (8. 5058) granting a pension to J. Shannon.

Mr. PROCTOR introduced a bill (8. 5059) granting a pension
to May D. Liscum; which was read twice by its title, and referred
to the Committee on Pensions.

Mr, BURROWS introduced a bill (8. 5060) granting an increase
of pension to Charles B. Williams; which was read twice by its
title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Commit-
tee on Pensions.

Mr. McENERY introduced a bill (8. 5061) granting an increase
of sion to Alexander (Gall; which was read twice by its title,
and referred to the Committee on Pensions.

Mr. CLAPP introduced a bill (8. 5062) to authorize the county
commissioners of Crow Wing County, in the State of Minnesota,
to construct a bridge across the Mississippi River at a point be-
tween Pine River and Dean Brook, subject to the approval of the
Secretary of War; which was read twice by its title, and referred
to the Committee on erce.

He also introduced a bill (8. 5068) to anthorize the appointment
of a court crier for the United States circuit and district courts
for the district of Minnesota; which was read twice by its title,
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

Mr. FATRBANKS introduced the following bills; which were
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit-
tee on Pensions: '

A bill (S. 5064) granting an increase of pension to Willis F.

tthew;

A bill (8. 5065) granting a pension to Jemima McClure;

A bgi (8. 5066) granting a pension to Julia A. F. Bassett;

A bill (8. 5067) granting a pension to William F. Bunger;

A bill ((iS. 5068) granting an increase of pension to Ferdinand
May; an

A}bi]l (S. 5069) granting a pension to William H. Elli ood.

Mr. FAIRBANKS introduced the following bills; which were
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee
on Military Affairs: n

A bill (S. 5070) to correct the military record of James A.

Hanger; by
A Dbill (8. 5071) to correct the military record of Joseph H.

Johnson; :

A bill (8. 5072) to correct the military record of Isaac Thomp-
son; and

A bill (8. 5078) to correct the military record of Jacob Rine-
hart

Mr. MONEY introduced a bill (S. 5074) for the relief of the
heirs of Thomas Duty; which was read twice by its title, and,
with the gccompanying paper, referred to the Committee on

Claims.
AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS.

Mr, QUAY submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate
85,000 for grading around and about the Federal building at New
Brighton, Pa., intended to be proposed by him to the sundry civil
appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Ap-
propriations. and ordered to be printed.

]!}Jr. PLATT of New York submifted an amendment proposing
to appropriate $80,000 for constructing, eqm{gmg, and outfitting,
complete for service. a steam light vessel with a steam fog signal
for nuse on the Cape Lookont Shoals, North Carelina, intended to
be pro by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to
be printed. 3 :

Mr. QUARLES submitted an amendment proposing to appro-
priate $15,000 for the establishment of a light-ship to mark the
shoal known as Peshtigo Reef, in Green Bay, Wisconsin, intended
to be proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill;
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered
to be printed.

Mr. HALE submitted an amendment relative to sureties on
bonds for the performance of contracts for works of river and
harbor improvement, intended to be proposed by him to the river
and harbor appropriation bill; which, with the accompanying
memorandum the engineer officers, was referred to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed.

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut submitted the following amend-
ments, intended to be proposed by him to the sundry civil appro-
priation bill; which were referred to the Committee on Appropria-
tions, and ordered to be printed:

An amendment proposing to increase the appropriation for
the expenses of the system of international exchanges between .
the United States and foreign countries, under the direction of the
Smithsonian Institution, from $24,000 to $20,800;

An amendment proposing to increase the appropriation for con-
tinuing the preservation, exhibition, and increase of the collec-
tions in the National Museum from the surveying and exploring
expeditions of the Government from $180,000 to §200,000;

An amendment proposing to appropriate $5,000 for the prepara-
tion of preliminary plans for an additional fireproof bnﬁding to
cost nat exceeding $2,500,000 for the United States National Mu-
seum;

An amendment proposing to increase the appropriation for the
National Zoological Park at Washington, D.p(?., g-om $80,000 to
£110,000, and providing that $20,000 of this amount shall be ex-
pended in the construction of a boundary fence, including entrance
gates;

An amendment p ing to appropriate §20,000 for the con-
struction of an elephant house at the pNationa.l Zoological Park,
Washington, D. C.; and

An amendment proposing to appropriate $25,000 for the con-
struction of an aquarium building at the National Zoological
Park, Washington, D. C.

AGREEMENT WITH CREEK INDIANS,

Mr. DUBOIS submitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed by him to the bill (8. 4923) to ratify and confirm a supple-
mental agreement with the Creek tribe of Indians, and for other
purposes; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs,
and ordered to be printed.

CHINESE EXCLUSION.

Mr. PENROSE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid-
eration of Senate bill 2960, the Chinese-exclusion bill.

Mr, SIMON. I ask the Senator from Pennsylvania to- yield to
me for a moment.

Mr. PENROSE. I will yield to the Senator from Oregon after
the bill is taken uE.

Mr. HOAR. I hope we may have a little while with the Calen-
dar. We make very good progress with the Calendar in these
nlx_:oming hours, and the Chinese-exclusion bill is sure of its right
of way.

Mr. PENROSE. There are several Senators prepared to speak
on the bill. It was delayed nearly all geag yesterday, and the com-
mittee is extremely anxious to proc with its consideration.
After the bill is before the Senate it is my intention to yield to
several Senators who I understand have bills which they desire to
call up.

Mr.pHOAR. I should like to have the amendment to the rules
adopted which was reported from the Committee on Rules. Ido
not believe there will be any discussion of it. I think it will
meet everyone’s approval. I should like to have an opportunity
to bring it before the Senate, if the Senator will allow me.

Mr. PENROSE. If the Senator from Massachusetts will per-
mit me to the bill before the Senate I will then yield.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Pennsyl-
vania moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of Sen-
ate bill 2960, the Chinese-exclusion bill.

The motion was agreed to.

PROMOTION OF COMMERCE—PERSONAL EXPLANATION.

Mr, SIMON. Mr. President, on the 17th day of March the
Senate voted upon the bill known as the ship-subsidy bill, npon
a previous agreement that a vote thereon should be taken on that
day. At that time I was not in Washington; I was at my home
in Oregon. I had intended taking the usual steps and ask that a

ir be arranged, as I was not in favor of the passage of that bill.
ﬁ;rrattimde on the subject, I think, was pretty generally known.
1 was anticipated, however, in this matter—that is, arranging for
a pair, by the receipt of the following telegram, which I will ask
the Secretary to read.

The Secretary read as follows:

WAsHINGTON, D. C., March 11, 1502,
Hon. JOSEPH SIMON, Portland, Oreg.:
How shall we pair you on shipping bill! Vote to %ﬁ tiken Monday.

NA.
H. C. HANSBROUGH.
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Mr, SIMON. To this telegram I made the following reply:
The Secretary read as follows:
PORTLAND, OREG., March 12, 1902.

Hon. M. A. HANNA and Hon. H. C. HANSBROUGH,
United States Senate, Washington, D. C.;

Do not approve the scheme involved in subsidy bill, and if present when
vote taken would be compelled to vote against.
JOSEPH SIMON.

Mr. SIMON. The Recorp does not disclose that any pair was
arranged for me. Ido not criticise or find fault with either of

the Senators for not having arranged a pair. Perhaps I was to | 81

some extent at fault in not having specifically requested that a
pair be arranged, but I supposed from the fact that the question
was asked me, ** How shall we pair you?”’ that it would be done.

All I desire is simply to have the RECORD show that if present
I would have voted against the bill; and I shall be quite content
when this shall have been accomplished. I do mnot criticise
either of the Senators or any action taken or not taken by either
of the Senators mentioned in the telegram.

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Mr. President, I desire to make justa
remark or two in regard to the statement made by the Senator
from Oregon.

‘When the shipping bill was up for a vote an attempt was made
to pair all absent Senators, and,%aw’ng charge of the pairs on this
side of the Chamber, I endeavored to secure a pair for the absent
Senator from Oregon. The Senator has not a general pair, and I
found it impossible to do so.

I thought this statement ought to be made-in connection with
what has been said.

Mr. SIMON. The explanation of the Senator from North Da-
kota is perfectly satisfactory tome. Iwasnotawareof thiseffort
to secure a pair before.

PUBLIC BUILDING AT BILOXI, MISS,

Mr. MONEY. I ask the Senator in charge of the Chinese-
exclusion bill to give me an opportunity to call up for present
consideration the bill (8. 1934) to provide for the purchase of a
site and the erection of a public building thereon at Biloxi, in the
State of Mississippi. It will take about a minute to pass it.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read.

The Secretary read the bill, and by unanimous consent the
S:inate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consider-
ation.

Mr. MONEY. In line 12, on page 1, before the word *thou-
sand,”” I move to strike out *‘seventy-five’’ and insert ** one hun-
dred and fifty.”” Thisamendment is accepted by the committee.
The bill was reported as I originally presented it, but the Secre-
tary of the Treasury writes that $170,000 isnecessary for the build-
ing. We have deducted $20,000, and the committee accepts the
amendment as I have presented it. It was intended, I believe, to
so report the bill.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Mississippi
offers an amendment, which will be stated.

The SECRETARY. Inline12,page1, beforethe word “‘ thousand,’
strike out *“ seventy-five ’ and insert ** one hundred and fifty;** so
as to read:

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and
directed to acquire, by purchase, condemnation, or otheérwise, a site and

rected thereon a suitable building, including fireproof vaults,
heating and ventilating apEﬂr_atusEalcvsters. and approaches, for the use
and acco dation of the United States Mpoqt-ofﬂce and other Government
offices in the city of Biloxi and State of Mississippi, the cost of said site and
building, including said vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, elevators,
and approaches, not to exceed the sum of §150,000.

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend-
ment was concurred in,

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read
the third time, and passed.

AMENDMENT OF THE RULES.

Mr. HOAR. Iask the Senator from Pennsylvania, according
to his suggestion, to yield to me that I may ask the Senate to lay
aside il;forma]ly the present order and to take up Senate resolu-
tion 179.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachu-
setts asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of a
resolution, which will be read to the Senate.

The Secretary read the resolution reported by Mr. HoAr from
the Committee on Rulés March 27, 1802, as follows:
chﬁ.?éoétiﬁgg?th I;uil:uoxgh gl:e amended by inserting at the beginning of

*No Benator in debate shall directly or indirectly by any form of words
impute to another Senator or to other Senators any conduct or motive un-
worthy G unbecoming a SBenator. -

“No Eenator in debate shall refer offensively to any State of the Union.”

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection fo the
present consideration of the resolution?

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and
agreed to.

CHINESE EXCLUSION.

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con-
sideration of the bill (8. 2060) to prohibit the coming into and to -
regulate the residence within the United States, its Territories,
and all ions and all territory under its jurisdiction, and the
dDistricg; of Columbia, of Chinese persons and persons of Chinese

escent. ~

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I desire to address the Senate
in relation to the bill nnder consideration, and, in doing so, I shall
ive a brief history of the action of this Government in its treaty
relations with China, and also in the enactment of laws by Con-
gress in pursuance of those treaties.

At the conclusion of the war between China and Great Britain,
in 1842, Gireat Britain forced China to give her many important
commercial concessions by treaty. The United States being anx-
jous also to obtain closer relations with China, sent a commission
to that country, headed by Caleb Cushing, and on July 3, 1844, a
treaty was signed between the United States and China, giving
to the United States similar concessions to those which she had
given England.

This was a general treaty of peace, amity, and commerce. Its
purpose, as stated therein, was to declare & firm, lasting, and sin-
cere friendship between the two nations. It gave to the United
States the right to frequent five important ports in China, and

rovided for the protection of American citizens in China; and

er provided specific rates of duty at which articles coming
from the United States should be admitted into China.

Owing to the treatment of British subjects in China, in 1856
Great Britain and China were again at open warfare, Great
Britain being determined to wrest further commercial concgs-
sions from Cﬁina, religious freedom to all foreigners, the suppres-
sion of piracy, and many other important concessions. The
United States declined to take part in the hostilities against
China, but sent an agent to China to look after the interests of
this country.

On the 18th of June, 1858, the agent of the United States signed
a treaty, on behalf of the United States, which was intended to
be a substitute for the treaty of 1844 and reiterated many of the
articles of that treaty. This treaty again declared for a firm and
universal peace between the two nations and conceded to the
United States the right to have a representative in China who
should have free access to members of the privy council and the
right to visit the capital once a year. It provided for the protec-
tion of our citizens residing in (ghim, both in their person, prop-
erty, and religious faith, and that Chinese converts should be
likewise protected; and it gave to the United States the benefit of
the most-favored-nation treatment in every respect—commercial,
navigation, political, or otherwise.

This treaty is still in force, excepting in so far as it has been
modified by subsequent treaties and laws.

On November 8, 1858, two supplemental treaties were signed,
one pertaining to claims and the other providing specifically the
rates of duty to be imposed on articles imported into China by
the United States and containing certain rules pertaining to the
importation of articles into China from the United States.

either the treaty of 1844 mor the substitute treaty of 1858,
with its two supplements, referred to the immigration of Chinese
subjects into the United States, although there were quite a num-
ber of Chinamen here in 1858, as they commenced to come in con-
siderable numbers shortly after the discovery of gold in California
in 1848 and 1849,

But 1868 marked the beginning of a new epoch in our relations
with China. In that year adelegation of Chinese officials, headed
by Anson Burlingame, a prominent American diplomat, who had
resigned his post as minister of the United States to China to
accept a mission from China to visit the United States and other
countries, came to this country. This delegation was received
with great enthusiasm in all parts of the country; and, as I now
remember it, they were received on the floor of the House of
Representatives here in Washington, of which body I then had
the honor of being a member. We were anxious at that time
to cultivate a close friendship with China, and we were perfectly
willing that the Chinese should immigrate to and settle in the
United States.

Shortly after the arrival of the Burli.n%ame commission, on July
4, 1868, a new treaty was signed, in the form of additional articles
to the convention of 1858, e Senate ratified the new treaty or
additional articles, and after much hesitation and urging on the
part of the United States, under the administration of President
Grant, China finally signified her adhesion to them and the treaty
was proclaimed February 5, 1870.

ile in the former convention between the United States and
China their provisions had almost entirely related to citizens of
the United States in China and their treatment therein, the treaty
of 1868 contained a number of important concessions to Chinese
subjects residing in the United States.
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This treaty gave to China the right to appoint consuls at ports
of the United States, and provided for reciprocal religions free-
dom of Chinese subjects residing in the United States and our
citizens residi.nﬁ in China. T

Article V and VI, however, are the important articles, and I
will quote them:

ARTICLE V. The United States of America and the Emperor of China cor-
dially recognize the inherent and inalienable right of man to change his home
and allegiance, and also the mutual advantage of the free migration and emi-

tion of theair citizens and subjects, re%‘:aecti\‘aly. from the one countr%ht:
other for purposes of curiosity, of trade, or as permanent residents.
high contrecting parties therefore join in reprobating any other than an en-
timl{nmluntury emigration for these The{ uently agree to
Bﬁ ws making it a penal offense for a citizen of the Enited States or
ese subjects to take Chinese subjects either to the United States or to
any other foreign country, or for a Chiness subject or citizen of the United
States to take citizens of United States to China or to an{ other foreign
country without their free and volun consent, respecﬁ;:g.

AwrricLE V1. Citizens of the United States visiting or residing in China
ghall enjoy the same pri immunities, or exemptions in respect to
travel or residence as may there be enj by the citizens or subjects of the
most favored nation. And reci ese m‘biects visiting or residing
in the United States shall enjoy the same privileges, unities, and exemp-
tions in respect to travel or residence as may there be enjoyed by the citizens
or subjects of the most favored nation. But nothing herein contained shall
be held to confer naturaliration upon citizens of the United States in China,
nor npon the subjects of China in United States.

There seems to be nothing else reserved in that treaty except
that the citizens or the subjects of either country not be
na ized in the other. :

The treaty further provided that citizens of the United States
in China and Chinese subjects residing in the United Statesshould
enjoy all the privileges of the tgublic institutions of each country,
respectively, and should have the right to establish schools, respec-
tively,in the United States and China, .

By this treaty we invited immigration from China and guaran-
teed those immigrants the same protection as we guaranteed the
people of other nations coming to the United States. No dis-
tinction was made between Chinese laborers and other classes of
Chinese. We invited them to come, and they accepted our invi-
tation and came in large numbers and settled principally on our
Pacific coast, That they assisted greatly in the development of
the West and in the construction of railroads can not be doubted.
‘While they built railroads and to a limited extent worked in the
mines, they were principally engaged in menial work which it was
difficult to procure others to perform. In 1860 there were 34,933
Chinese in the United States, and in 1880 there were 105,465,

We soon discovered, however, that we had made a mistake in
the free admission of Chinese into the United States. The Chi-
nese are a wonderful people in many respects. They have great
powers of endurance, great industry, great patience, and they
can work and live on so much less wages than white men that
they become formidable oomlg:letibors i all lines of work. They
continued to come into the Pacific States in such large numbers
that our people became alarmed, and the people and officials of
the Pacific coast appealed to Congress to save them from what
was termed *‘ the yellow invasion.” In 1879 Con passed an
act “ to restrict the immigration of Chinese to the United States.”
The means adopted to secure this object was the limitation of the
number of Chinese passengers which might be brought to this
country by any one vessel to 15. The Dbill was passed by both
Houses and was transmitted to the President for approval. Presi-
dent Hayes vetoed it, stating in his veto message that the bill as
amended by the Senate included provisions which aim at and re-

| quire the abrogation of Articles V and VI of the treaty with
: %hma. of 1868, President Hayes’s message concludes by saying:
vinced that whate ht in uart b :
- mrl!a:g gl;nppomtti totrgqnimv:; m?ﬁﬁmo%npﬂ‘}wmg ?;m%;:gt’i‘ol;
from China, no reasons can require the immediate withdrawal of our treaty
Eotection of the Chinese already in this country, and no circumstances can
lerate an exposure of onr citizens in , merchants or missionaries, to
the col uencesof so sudden an abrogation of their treaty protection. For-
tunately, however, the actual recession in the flow of the emigration from
China to the Pacific coast, shown by trustworthy statistics, relieves us from
any apprehension that the treatment of the subject, in the £roper course of
diplomatic negotiations, will introduce any new feature of discontent or dis-
turbance among the communities directly affected. Were such delay fraught
with more inconveniences than have ever been su the interests
most earnest in promoting this legislation, I can not but regard the summary
disturbance of our existing treaties with China as greatly more inconvenient
to much wider and more permanent interestsof thecountry. I have noocca-
sion to insist uponthe more general considerations of interest and duty which
sacredly guard the faith of the nation.in whatever form of obligation it ma

havebeen given. These sentimentsanimate the deliberations of Congressan
pervade t-hgo;I minds of our whole people. Our history gives little occasion for

any reproach in this regard; and in asking the rene attention of
to {hiﬁp\:ﬂl, I am persuaded that their action will maintain the public suty
and public honor,

R. B. HAYES.
Finding, therefore, that no action could be taken prohibiting the
immigration of Chinese laborers into the United States unless we
violated our treaty of 1868,in the consular and diplomatic appro-
priation bill of 1830 a provision was inserted appropriating $84,000
for the salary and expenses of commissioners, interpreters, etc., to
China in order to obtain modifications of the treaty of 1868, look-

ing to the prohibition of Chinese laborers. “"William Henry Tres-
cot, of South Carolina; James B. Angell, of Michigan, John
F. Swift, of California, were named as commissioners pleni
tentiary; and on November 17, 1880, they signed an immigration
treaty with China modifying the treaty of 1838.

It was with great reluctance that China consented to this modi-
fication. The commissioners insisted that the nunrestricted immi-
gration of Chinese laborers into the United States was causin
great embarrassment and dissatisfaction to our Government an
among our people. The commissioners first insisted that the
United States should be given the right to *‘limit, suspend, or
%rﬁhibit " the immigration of Chinese laborers. The Chinese

vernment declined to so amend the treaty of 1868, but finally
it signified its willingness to a to a clause giving the United
States the discretion *‘ to re te, limit, or suspend”’ the immi-
gration of Chinese laborers into the United States. but refused to
ive us the right to absolutely prohibit such immigration. At
ﬁ‘le same time, as will be found in Foreign Relations of the United
States, 1881-82, the commissioners on behalf of the United States
made certain representations, which were reduced to writing at
the request of China, virtually saying that the discretionary power
given to the United States would not be unreasonably or oppress-
ively exercised.
e Chinese commissioners asked the United States commis-
sioners to give them some idea of the laws which would be
to carry the powers given to the United States on the subject of
Chinese immigration into execution. To this the United States
commissioners regh'ed that they could hardly say what laws
would be ; but that both nations would act in good faith,
and that the United States might never find it necessary to exercise
the discretionary powers given to them under the treaty, adding:

If Chinese immigration concentrated in cities where it threatened public
order, or if it confined itself to localities where it was an injury to the inter-
estsof the American people, the Government of the United States wounld un-
doubtedly take steps to prevent such accumulation of Chinese. If, on the
contrary, there was no large immigration, or if there were sections of the
country where such immigration was clearly beneficial, then the legislation
of the United States would be adapted to circumstances. For example,

there pn%‘l;t bea demand for Chinese laborin the South and a surplus of such
i

labor in Califo and Congress might legislate accordingly. In general,
the le tion wi dheinvinwof:;xg - o

nd upon the circumstances of the
situation at the moment such legislation £ Necessary.

These explanations were accepted by the Chinese Government,
and{ S%S{) has been stated, the treaty was concluded on November
17, i

That treaty provides, first, that it is the desire of the United
States to negotiate a modification of the existing treaties “ which
shall not be in direct contravention of their spirit.” It gives to
the United States the right to regulate, limit, or eu.sgand the
coming or residence of Chinese laborers into the United States,
“but may not absolutely prohibit it.”” It provides that the lim-
itation or suspension will be reasonable, and that legislation taken
in regard to Chinese laborers shall be of such a character only as
is necessary to enforce the regulation, limitation, or suspension of
immigration. It provides that Chinese subjects proceeding to the
United States as teachers, students, merchants, or from curiosity,
and Chinese laborers who were in the United States at the time of
the making of the treaty shall be allowed to go and come of their
own free will, and shall have the same treatment as citizens and
subjects of the most-favored nation.

Those are the important provisions of the treaty of 1880. Less
than a year after this treaty was proclaimed Congress passed an
act designed to execute the proyisions of the treaty. Some of the
provisions of this act were in violation of the terms of the treaty.
and President Arthur declined to approve it on that account and
returned it to the Senate April 4, 1882, with a veto message, in
which he said:

A nation is justified in repudiating its treaty obligations only when they
are in conflict with great mount interests. Even then all possible rea-
sonable means for mo(li!y'{?lugr changing these obligations by mutual o-
ment should be exhausted gcfom resorting to the supreme right of rgm.l
to comply with them.

The message concludes by saying:

Ergarienc& has shown that the trade of the East is the key to national
wealth and influence. The opening of China to the commerce of the whole
world has benefited no section of it more than the States of our own Pacific
slope. The State of California, and its great maritime portfespecially, have
reanped enormous advantages from this source. Blessed with an excaptional
climate, enjoying an unrivaled harbor, with the riches of a great agricul-
taral and mining State in its rear, and the wealth of the whole Union {xmrtng
into it over its lines of railway, San Francisco has before it an incalculable
futureif its friendlg andamicable relations with Asia remain undisturbed. I
needs no argument to show that the policy which we now ﬁmpuse to adopt
must have a direct tendency to 1 oriental nations and to drive th
trade and commerce into more frien that the tand

terest of protecting our labor from Astatic competition m
ustify us in a permanent adoption of this policy; but it is wiser in the
make a sghorter experiment, with a view her r of maintsining
permanently only such features as time and experience may commend.

Mr. President, I make these quotations simply for the purpose
of reiterating the fact that we ought to adhere to our treaty obli-
gations under all ordinary conditions at least. 'Whenwe can not

hands. It maybe
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prevail upon the other nation to make such treaty as we think we
ought to have, then it will betime enough to disregard the treaty
and abrogate it by act of Congress, but not before,

Congress then passed the act of May 6, 1882, which omitted the
objectionable features of the act which was vetoed.

The act of May 6, 1882, provided that the coming of Chinese la-

“ borers into the United States should be suspended for ten years;
but provided that this section should not apply to Chinese labor-
ers who were in the United States November 17, 1880, and pro-
vides for the identification of such laborers by means of certifi-
cates, It also provides that no State court or court of the United
States shall admit Chinese to citizenship. :

The act of 1882 was soon found to beinadequate. It was found,
as it is at present, that it is most difficult to obtain truthful testi-
mony from Chinese laborers seeking to enter or claim a residence
in the United States because of the ntter disregard or perhaps the
inability of Chinese witnesses to understand the obligations of an
oath, The act of July 5, 1884, was then passed, which was a
stronger act than the one gaased immediately after the ratification
of the treaty. This act declared that the certificate which the
laborer must obtain ‘“‘shall be the only evidence permissible to
establish his right of reentry into the United States.”

In reference to this act, and also the act of October 1, 1888, Mr.
Justice Field, in 130 United States, Chae Chan Ping, stated:

The act was held by this court not to require the certificate from laborers
who were in the United States on the 17th of November, 1880, who had de-
parted out of the United States before May 6, 1882, and remained out until
after July 5, 1884; therefore the same difficulties and em nts con-
tinued with respect to the truth of their former residence. Parties were

able to pass successfully thi examination as to their residence be-

e required 5
fore November 17, 1880, who, it was generally believed, never visited

our shores. To prevent the possibility to exclude Chinese laborers being
evaded, the act of October 1, 1588, was passed.

Prior to the passage of the act of October 1, 1888, however, ne-
gotiations were undertaken for a new treaty with China, allowing
us to place further restrictions on Chinese immigration. A treaty
was signed, transmitted to the Senate, and ratified by the Senate,
with amendments. China refused to ee to the treaty as
amended, and it was never proclaimed. ticipating, however,
that the treaty would go into effect, on September 13, 1888, an act
was passed providing, among other things: *

That from and after the date of exchange of ratifications of the pending
Eaaor “mm’&“;ﬁdﬁt?h?&%iﬁmﬁﬂff’m‘% Shall bo i fal
for an inese n, whether a suliject of China or any other power, to
enter iyntgh the Umtedpemststes, except as i pmvideg. =

The ratification of this treaty never having been exchanged,
this portion of the act did not become effective, and it is unneces-
sary for me to comment upon it.

On October 1, 1888, as I have stated, and before China had de-
clined to accept the treaty as amended, Congress passed an act pro-
viding that from and after its pa it shall be unlawful for any
Chinese laborer who shall at any time heretofore have been, or
who may now or hereafter be, a resident of the United States,
and who shall have departed or depart therefrom, and shall have
not returned before the passage of this act, to return o or remain
in the United States.

Section 2 provided that no certificates of identity provided for
in the fourth and fifth sections of the act of 1882 shall hereafter
be issued, and that all such certificates heretofore issued shall be
void and the Chinese laborer claiming admission by virtue thereof
shall not be permitted to enter the United States.

This act was in direct contravention of the stipulations of the
treaty of 1868 and the supplemental treaty of 1880, and was so
declared in the case of Chae Chan Ping, supra, by the Supreme
Court; but the court held that freaties being of no greater obliga-
tion than acts of Congress the one last in date would control, and
upheld the validity of the act, Of course, that will be so in this
case. If this bill should be enacted and should be determined to
be in violation of the treaty of 1894, of course the court would
have to hold that the law, being last passed, should control.

The act of May 6, 1882, would have expired by its terms in ten
years after its passage; but on May 5, 1892, the act now in force
was passed and approved. This act provides that all laws in
force prohibiting and regulating the coming of Chinese persons
into this country are continued in force for ten years from the

ssage of the act. This act places the burden of proof on the

inaman when arrested to prove his right to remain in the United
States; or it adjudges him guilty until he proves his innocence,
which is a reversal of the ordinary ruleof procedure. Itprovides
for the removal of Chinese illegally in the United States; and it
also provides for the imprisonment of adjudged not law-
fully to be entitled to remain here at hard labor, not to exceed
one year, and thereafter to be removed. In other words, the
are to be put in jail, kept there a year, and then sent home. It
g:-ovides fgmt no bail shall be allowed pending the disposition of

e application of a Chinaman for a writ of habeas corpus.

It provides that all Chinese within the United States at the

esty the | ti

}msaag'e of the act must apply to the collector of internal revenue ,
o

r a certificate of residence, and that all Chinese laborers found
in the United States within one year after the passage of the act
without such certificate shall be deemed to be unlawfully in the
Um‘I‘-hmtedsct?:]s.%o the Secretary of the Treasury the

i gives to the etary of the right
to make all necessary rules and regunlations for its execution.

I may remark here thatunder this provision the Secretary of
the has made some very stringent rules, as will be seen
from the report of the Commissioner of Immigration.

The act of 1892, requiring Chinese laborers, ete., to register one
year after its passage, it was contended worked a great hardship

on hundreds of Chinese laborers in the United States. They em-

ployed eminent counsel, Messrs. Carter and Choate, of New York,
who declared that the act of 1892 was unconstitutional, and thou-
sands of Chinese laborers thereupon refused to register, as was
provided in the act. The case was taken to the Supreme Court
of the United States and the constitutionality of the act of 1892
was sustained by a divided court, Justice Field, Justice Brewer,
and Chief Justice Fuller dissenting.

The decision of the court was made ten days after the expiration
of the time for registration under the act of 1892; and therefore
the amendatory act of November 3, 1893, was passed, by the first
section of which the time for registration of Chinese laborers was
extended for six months, The purpose of thisact of 1893 was only
to extend the time, as I have stated, but the House, through the
influence of Pacific coast members—perhaps I ought not to say
that—took occasion to add a number of itional restrictions on
Chinese immigration. Senator Grayand others objected to these
additional restrictions and stated that they would have erred
to have simply extended the time for registration, but they voted
for the act, becauseif the act were not passed and the time extended
several thousand Chinese persons, who had failed toregister under
advice of their counsel, wounld be subject to arrest and imprison-
ment for failing to register, as required by the act of 1892,

The act of 1893 defines * laborers '’ and *‘ merchants: *’

BEC. 2. The word *laborer™ or “laborers," whenever used in this act, or

i constroed

in the act which is an amendment, shall be to mean both skilled

and unskilled manual laborers, including Chinese employed in mining, fish-
engaged in g, drying,

lanﬂﬁen. or those
a1l or o fish for home consumption or exporia-

on.
The term *“ merchant,” as em 1 herein and in the acts of which this
is amendatory, shall have the following meaning and none other: A mer-
chant is a person e ed in T and selling merchandise, at a fixed place
of business, which business is conducted in his name, and who duri

the
time he to be as a merchant does not engage in the perform-

e
ance of any manual labor, except such as is necessary in the conduct of his
ess as such merchan

It further provides that the Chinaman seeking to enter the
United States on the ground that he was formerly engaged as a
merchant in this country must establish by the testimony of
two credible witnesses, other than Chinese, that he conducted
such business for at least a year.

In 1894 a new tfreaty was negotiated between the United States
and China, As stated by the Chinese minister, *‘to relieve the
Executive from embarrassment,’”” China consented to enter into
the treaty of March 17, 1894, proclaimed December 8, 1894,

The treaty absolutely prohibits the coming of Chinese laborers
into the United States, except under conditions therein specified,
for a period of ten years. It provides that this restriction shall
not apply to the return to the United States of any registered
Chinese laborer who has a lawful wife or a parent in the United
States, or groperty therein to the value of $1,000. The act fur-
ther provides that this restriction shall not apply to the rights at
present enjoyed of Chinese subjects being officials, teachers,
students, merchants, or travelers for curiosity, ete., but not la-
borers, of ing into the United States and residing therein;
and that Chinese laborers shall continue to enjoy the privilege of
transit across the territory of the United States to or from other
countries, subject to regulation by the United States. The
treaty also gnarantees to Chinese, of whatever class, the same pro-
tection as is given by the laws of the United States to citi-
zens of the most favored nation, except the right to become
naturalized citizens, The convention is to remain in force for
ten years, and if six months before the expiration of said ten
years neither Government shall have formally given notice of its
termination to the other, it shall remain in force for another like
period of ten years,

This is our last treaty with China.

By the acts of T ulﬁ:, 1898, and April 30, 1900, the immigraticn
of Chinese into the Hawaiian Islands is prohibited; and it is also
now Eiomgm' although not by act of Congress, in the Philip-

e andas.
pl?ih:. PLATT of Connecticut. By the act of the Philippine Com-
mission.

Mr. CULLOM. Yes; by the act of the Commission, and not

by act of Congress. Ex-Secretary Foster has gone over the bill _
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very thoroughly, and has, T think, clearly shown wherein it vio-
lates our treaties with China. Whatever may be ex-Secretary
Foster’s relations with the Chinese Government—I refer to that
because I think some Senator stated that he was an employee of
the Chinese Government, and therefore what he said onght not
to receive so much consideration in this case—I have great faith
in his judgment.

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I should think, Mr. President,
that what ex-Secretary Foster says ought to be the more considered
for the reason stated, if it be true.

Mr. CULLOM. Whatever his relation to the Chinese Govern-
ment by employment or otherwise, I have great faith in Mr. Fos-
ter’s judgment, and when he makes a statement I am inclined to
think he is right, unless I know to the contrary.

It appears plain to me that the bill under consideration is a vio-
lation of our treaty with China. It is not only a violation of the
spirit and general effect of that treaty, but in some instances it is
a violation of the letter of the treaty.

I shall not attempt to go through this long bill of 53 Eages in
detail, but will attention to only a few instances wherein, I
contend, it comes in conflict with the treaty of 1894. Nor shall 1
dwell on the fact that we propose to, and are now, under existing
laws, treating the Chinese as we treat the subjects of no other
nation in the world, and as no other nation in the world treats
the Chinese.

The very first section of the bill is in direct conflict with the
treaty of 1894, and when the treaty of 1894 shall expire it will be
in direct conflict with the treaties of 1868 and 1880. The first sec-
tion provides that the coming of Chinese laborers from any for-
ialilgn tec‘i:a'tuﬂ;ry to the United States, ete., shall be absolutely pro-

i .

Mr. MITCHELL. Will the Senator from Illinois allow me? I
will not interrupt him unless he is perfectly willing.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BEVERIDGE in the chair).
‘Will the Senator from Illinois yield to the Senator from Oregon?

Mr. CULLOM. Certainly.

Mr, MITCHELL. Sup%:’ae Congress took no action whatever
until the treaty of December, 1894, actually expired, would it be
a violation on our part of any treaty or of the provision of any
treaty, does the Senator thin g, then to enact a prohibitory law?

Mr. CULLOM. My opinion is—and I confess I assert it with
some degree of diffidence—thatthe treaty having been made sim-
ply for a period of years and the treaty of 1880 being indeterminate
as to time, the treaty would be in force the moment this one died.
TT of Connecticut. The treaty of 1894 was in modi-

Mr. PLA
fication of the treaty of 1880.

Mr. CULLOM. Yes; the two are connected together, and I
think the treaty of 1880 would be in force. If it were, and the
bill you propose to pass becomes a law, of conrse it would abro-
gate that, as well as the treaty of 1894, in whatever respects it

ight conflict.

e treaty of 1894 provides in Article I thereof that the coming
of Chinese laborers s%a.ll be prohibited for a period of ten years
(with a possible extension of ten years, if the treaty is not termi-
nated on notice). The bill under consideration contains no limit
as to time; and of course it is the pm'{)ose of that bill to shut them
out permanently, regardless of Article I of the treaty of 1804. It
does not appear to me to be a sufficient answer to this to say that
it is not necessary to fix any limit of time in this bill, because it
will only remain in force so long as Congress wills, and may be
repealed at any time. We certainly thought, in the passage of
the acts of 1882 and 1892, that it was necessary to fix a definite
time limit, and we fixed it at ten years. That seems to have been
the idea of Congress then, because Congress limited the acts of
Congress to the terms of the treaty, showiniﬂthat they were trying
to keep within the purview of the treaty while they were passing
laws.

Mr. MITCHELL. There was no question then about the treaty
of 1880 being in force?

Mr. CULLOM. No.

Mr. MITCHELL. And of course Congressaimed tokeep within
the treaii}hL

Mr. C OM. The point I make now is that they are not
keeping within either treaty, as a matter of fact.

Mr. CHELL. I understand.

Mr. CULLOM. To determine whether this bill is a violation
of our treaty with China we must determiné what is the inten-
tion of Congress in ing the bill, Is it our intention to have
it remain in force only so long as the treaty of 1894 shall remain
effective, or is it our intention to have it remain in force perma-
nently, regardless of our treaty? If we only intend it to remainin
force until the expiration of our treaty, we had better amend the
bill by inserting such a provision. If it is our intention to have
it remain in force permanently, as a reading of the first section
of the bill would indicate, then we have violated the plain letter
of our treaty of 1804,

Article ITT of the treaty provides that the provisions of this con-
vention shall not affect the right, at present enjoyed, of Chinese
subg‘ects—being officials, teachers, students, merchants, or travel-
ers for curiosity or pleasure, but not laborers—coming to the United
States and residing therein.

Those terms—namely, officials, teachers, students, merchants, or
travelers—are not defined in the treaty and are intended to be nsed
in their ordinary sense. This bill gives to the words ‘* teachers,"
‘‘students,” and “‘laborers” peculiar and unheard of defini-

tions.

Section 6 of the bill gives a definition to the word * teachers”
that was never contemplated by the treaty, so far as I can ascer-
tain. It defines ** teachers'’ to mean only those who for not less
than two years next preceding their application for entry into the
United States have been continuously engaged in giving instruc-
tion in the higher branches of education, and who prove to the
satisfaction of the appropriate Treasury officer—a very good exami-
nation, I should think that would be—that they are qualified to
teach such higher branches and have completed arrangements to
teach in a recognized institution of learning in the United States,
and intend to pursue no other occupation than teaching while in
the United States. |

Under this definition, the thousands of Eerﬂons engaged in
teaching our graded schools, below the high schools, would not
be teachers, and the number of teachers in the United States
would be very small indeed. The treaty never contemplated
such a definition of the word ‘ teacher.” TUnder that section it
would be necessary to establish boards of competent college pro-
fessors at every port where Chinese enter the United States in
order to pass on their qualifications. How many of our Treasury
officials at the different ports of entry are competent to determine
whether a Chinese teacher is qualified to give instruction in the
higher branches of education? By Article VII of the treaty of
1868 we guaranteed to Chinese residing in the United States the
right to establish and maintain schools within the United States.
We are now proposing to pass a bill which will make it impossi-
ble for teachers, in the ordinary acceptation of that term, to come
into the United States at all.

The present Treasury regulations do not aunthorize any such
definition of *‘ teadher,” but merely provide, among other things,
that a Chinese person is not entitled to admission as a teacher
unless he can show that he has been actually following that avo-
cation in China, or if, npon examination in various branches of
education, it is found that he is not qualified to become a teacher,
etc. There is nothing there in reference to higher branches of
education.

Section 7 gives to the term *student ™ a definition not at all con-
templated or anthorized by the treaty. It defines a student to be
only one who intends to pursue some of the higher branches of
study, or to be fitted for some particular profession or occupation
for which adequate facilities for study are not afforded in the
country whence he comes, and for whose support while studying
sufficient provision has been made, and who intends to depart
from the territory of the United States immediately on the com-
pletion of his studies.

If such a definition is to be given to the word stundent, the num-
ber of students in the United States is comparatively small.
Under this bill students, even after graduating from our highest
institutions of learning, if they remained in the United States,
would be subject to arrest and deportation. The treaty of 1894
never intended such to be the case.

The bill, as originally presented, made it necessary for a Chinese
traveler to have arranged beforehand his itinerary in the United
States; but I am glad to see that the committee has seen fit to
strike out that provision. '

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President—

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Doesthe Senator from Illinois
yield to the Senator from Colorado?

Mr, CULLOM. Certainly.

Mr. PATTERSON. The Senator from Illinois has criticised
the provisions of the bill that define *‘ students.”” Would the Sen-
ator give the Senate the benefit of his definition of the term and
the regulations that should be made for the purpose of carrying
out that provision of the treaty. The Senator can well under-
stand that unless some plan is suggested that under any one of
these terms, * teachers,” ‘ students,” *‘ merchants,” or other-
wise, if they were %)erm.ll:ted to remain in this country for an
unlimited length of time, it might entirely undo the ends that
are and have been sought to be attained through this legislation
and through the treaties. For that reason we ought to have the
Senator’s idea of the limifations, at least, or the regulations by
which the ends son%ht may in a measure be attained.

Mr, CULLOM. I can readily understand that it is somewhat
difficult perhaps to make regulations which will not seem to be a
little severe, but there seems to be a studied effort on the part of
the committee in charge of this bill to make a measure under
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which no Chinese can come into this country, even teachers, or
merchants, or students, or anybody else.

Mr. PATTERSON. The object of the bill—

Mr. CULLOM. What I desire is that the bill shall be so
framed that the plain intent of the law shall be allowed to have
its sway. For instance, an honest man wants to come to this
country to teach. The treaty does not confine him to the higher
branches of study. Let us receive him, if we are going to let in
any teachers at all, on some fair, reasonable basis of regulations
and rules and laws, so that an honest man can get in here if we
intend to allow them to come at all. If it is not a pretense that
they shall get in, let us arrange it so that he can get in if he isan
honest man and really wants to come here to teach.

Mr. PATTERSON. I wish to say to the Senator from Illinois,
on the authority of a Treasury official, Mr. Dunn, a very intelli-
gflrlllt and a very conscientious man, I believe, from what I saw of

im, that the provisions in this bill relating to students are simply
the regnlations now in force, not the regulations as contained in
the pamphlet, but the regulations that are now and have been for
some little time in force. They found it necessary to adopt those
regulations in order to prevent very material abuses of the author-
ity to come in under the class of teachers. So the Treasury offi-
téieacl, as members of the committee will justify me in saying,

Mr. FORAKER. DMay I ask the Senator from Colorado a ques-
tion there? I should like to inquire of the Senator from Colorado
by what anthority such regulations were made? I mean regula-
tions restricting the natural meaning of the term ** teacher ' and
the term *‘ student.”” Those are words which have a well-defined
meaning, which is given in all dictionaries, and that meaning is
well understood by everybody; and certainly that well under-
stood, common understanding as to the meaning of those words
has been restricted by these regulations, and I want to know by
what authority.

Mr. PATTERSON. I will state to the Senator from Ohio the
reasons given by the Treasury officials, those who have had to do
with the enforcement of the Chinese-exclusion law ever since any
of the provisions have been in force, namely, that in the first place
it was not presumable that Chinese were coming here to teach in
our common schools, but if they came to teach they would come
to teach in some of the colleges or institutions of higher learning
in this country; that if it was anything short of that, so far as the
term ‘‘ teacher ’ is concerned, there would be such an evasion of
the law that the law for the exclusion of laborers would be prac-
tically valueless.

‘When it comes to the matter of students, if you simply include
under that term any person who wants to receive an education,
you can readily understand that they would all want to receive
an education, just as they are all willing to be Christians, if they
are permitted to come into the United States.

Mr. CULLOM. If the Senator will allow me, suppose a Chinese
boy wants to come here to attend the common schools, can he
come in under these definitions?

Mr. PATTERSON. No.

Mr. FORAKER. He counld comeunder the treaty, but hecould
not come under these definitions.

Mr. PATTERSON. He has the facilities for the usual and or-
dinary education of Chinese in his own land. Presumably there
isno—

Mr. SPOONER. Suppose he wants something better than that?

Mr. PATTERSON. 1en let him advance until he reaches the
point where he desires to be educated in the higher branches of

learning.

Mr. CULLOM. Isthatthemeaning of the treaty,does the Sena-
tor insist?

Mr, PATTERSON. That isthe meaningof the treaty,and that
ismtliaslﬂmeaning which has been placed upon it by the Treasury
officials.

Mr. MITCHELL. The Solicitor of the Treasury has so held.

Mr, PATTERSON. That is the meaning which must be recog-
nized, or else Chinese exclusion is a farce.

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I wish to ask the junior Senator
from Colorado a question for information. I understood him to
gay that the definition in this proposed act in regard to * teach-
ers? or “‘students,” and I do not remember which, was copied
from a Treasury regulation, not published in the regulations, but
which had been made since. Are there any re; tions about
this matter which have not been furnished to us?

Mr. PATTERSON. The only regulation I have seenis the reg-
ulation contained in this yellow-covered book—Laws, Treaties,
and Regulations Relating to the Exclusion of Chinese.

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. But I understood the Senator to
g\y that Mr. Dunn had said there were some subsequent regula-

ons.

Mr. PATTERSON. No. In a conversation with Mr. Liver-
nash last night upon this subject he said that the later regula-

tions are not contained in this pamphlet, and that the provisions
of this bill were taken from the regulations as they existed when
the bill was red.

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The reason I ask this; I asked the
Assistant Secretary of the Treasury who is is in charge of this
matter if there were any regulations or decisions subsequent to
those he had furnished me. I had heard that there were, and he,
by telephone, said there were not.

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. Livernash has been very active and
he is very full of accurate information, as I have found. In the
light of what the Senator from Connecticut says, of course I will
say nothing further than what I have said until further investi-
gation is made upon the subject,

Mr. CULLOM?O Mr. President, I believe I was abount to touch
upon the question of Chinese travelers. A Chinese traveler is
compelled to satisfy the Treasury officer that he is in ion
of adequate funds for paying the cost of his intended travel. A
very wide discretion is given the officer—one Treasury
officer may have an idea of what funds are n and another
Treasury officer may have a different idea. We will not be both-
ered with many Chinese travelers in the United States if this bill
becomes a law, because the officers will so estimate the sum neces-
sary to go across the country that it will oversize the pile which
any of the Chinese will have in their pockets, and they will not
get a chance to go across the continent at all. The fault I find
with this bill is that it seems to be an effort, without positively
saying o0, to keep out of this country everybody who wishes to
come here from China. I want the Chinese laborers kept out.
That is what the treaty requires. But in doing so let us not
violate every principle of fairness and right and of the construc-
tion of treaties to the extent that we will keep out merchants
and students and teachers and everybody else whom we pretend
we want to let in.

Mr. CLAY. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question?

Mr. CULLOM. Certainly.

Mr, CLAY. Counld a Chinese physician, under this bill which
we are now considering, desiring to come to this country, come in?

Mr. CULLOM. Hecould not atall. He iscalled a ** laborer.”

Mr. CLAY. One other guestion. If a banker or a manufac-
turer or a broker in China desired to come to this country, conld
he do so under this bill?

Mr. CULLOM. He could not. He is a laborer.

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. How about a clergyman?

Mr._’CLAY. Suppose a clergyman desired to come, could he

t in?

Mr. CULLOM. As I understand it, he could not.

Mr. CLAY. AsIunderstand it, there are four classes entitled
to come in.

Mr. CULLOM. Officials, teachers, students, and merchants.

Mr. CLAY. And they are surrounded with certain conditions?

Mr. CULLOM. And they are surrounded with such conditions
that they can not get in, either.

Mr. FORAKER. Let me ask the Senator a question. Iam
not familiar with the hearings before the committee. I have
read them only in part. Has anybody ever testified, or has it
been established in any way, that any injury has come to this
country, or any classof people in this country, or any industry
in this country from teachers and students and professional China-
men coming here to reside?

Mr. TELLER. They do not come.

Mr. FORAKER. If they do not come, then, perhaps, we have
had no experience on the subject; but the fact that they do not
come, it seems to me, should not lead us to adopt a definition that
could not have been within the intent of the framers of the treaty
a?dyéwdhich is not a fair definition of the language we have em-

oyed.

p Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President—

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Smvox in the chair). Does
the Senator from Illinois yield to the Senator from Colorado?

Mr. CULLOM. Iyieldto the Senator from Colorado to answer
the Senator from Ohio.

Mr. PATTERSON. The Treasury officials testified that there
was not a single one of the excepted classes under which any num-
ber of flagrant frands had not been attempted and under which
any number had not been successful.

Mr. FORAKER. Will the Senator allow me? That is not an
answer to the question I propounded. I understand that these
definitions have been adopted with a view to preventing people
from coming in by false representation. I assumed that some
teachers and some students had been coming into this country
under the treaty. I assumed that during all the years it has been
in force students and teachers had come here to a greater or less
extent. I only wanted toknow whether or not any harm has ever
come to anybody of which any testimony has been afforded the
o?amea. mmittee on account of the coming here of any of these educated
C.
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I wish to state frankly that while I believe in prohibiting the
coming of Chinese laborers, while I approve that as the estab-
lished policy and want to see it continued, I do not believe any
injury will come to us from the visitation fo onr country of the
educated classes of Chinamen.

Mr. PATTERSON. I recollect this statement by the Treasury
official who labored with the committee while the bill was being

erfected, that there was not a single case in which a ruling by
E’reasnry officials as applicable to any of these excepted classes
had been complained of; that the officials had been liberal in their
construnction of the rules, and they knew of no case in which in-
justice had ever been done, so far as concerned complaint from any
Chinese governmental officer or from anybody else.

And, further, I wish to say to the Senator from Ohio that there
isno effort on the part of the committee norisit the of this
bill to exclude from the United States any bona fide members of
the excepted classes. Therules and regulations have been adopted
as experience has shown the necessity of adopting them for the
purpose of preventing frauds, with attempts at which the Treas-

officials are constantly confronted.
m{[r. FORAKER. If Idonotinterrupt the Senator from Illinois
unduly—

Mr.{?fULLOM. Oh, no.

Mr, FORAKER. I wish to say just a word in answer to the
Senator from Colorado. I understood him to say, or some one to
remark—perhaps it was the senior Senator from Colorado [ Mr.
TEIJII;JE—that no students or teachers have come to this conntry.

Mr. TELLER. If I may be allowed to say a word, practically
very few have come. Large numbers who are not students call
themselves students, and large numbers call themselves teachers
who are not teachers; but what I mean is, that while occasion-
ally a teacher comes in I have never seen one in forty years’ expe-
rience.

Mr. FORAKER. It is a great wonder that any teacher at all
would come b\;ht%n mté};ﬁeﬁniﬁo?sthhava been mmmd'DWupon as
those given he regulations of the ent, for
S ne s o I 1E S o Sent fhiose dalis (ore ae tha¥ Ravs badh e
ried into this bill, they are sufficient to discourage any teacher
from coming. We all know that students have come, There is
not a prominent educational institution in the country, scarcely,
which has not had Chinese students in attendance, and they have
made records.

Mr. LER. They have had no trouble to get in.

Mr. FORAKER. The trouble is to get into the country.

Mr. TELLER. No; thereis no trouble to get into the country.

Mr. FORAKER. If the Senator will allow me, I do not com-
glain at all of restrictive measures that will prohibit laborers

Tom coming, but I do not want laws to be so restrictive that
those whom we intend to allow to come in can not get into the

country.

Mr. CULLOM. Now, I hope I may be allowed to proceed.

Mr. FORAKER. I beg the Senator’s pardon. -

Mr. CULLOM. Section 3, after giving a general and fair defi-
nition of the word *‘laborer,” as meaning both skilled and unskilled
manual laborers, Chinese persons employed in mining, fishing,
huckstering, etc., goes on to provide that ““every Chinese person
shall be deemed a laborer, within the meaning of this act,”” who
is not an official, a teacher, a student, a me t, or a traveler
for curiosity or pleasure, as thereinafter defined. That answers
the question of the Senator from Georgia. Thisabsolutely closes
out physicians, Chinese ministers, lawyers (if any there are),
bankers, purchasing agents, and many other classes who are cer-
tainly not laborers, as we understand that term.

I wish to say here that the Chinese Government has been accus-
tomed to sending purchasing agents over to this country to buy
goods. They can not come under this bill; they are ruled out
and are called laborers, and the result is that if we have any
trade it is a marvel, and if we have any at all after this hill
passes I shall be very much surprised.

Our only purpose in these treaties and our acts of Congress was
to shut out Chinese laborers within the ordinary meaning of that
term who might come in conflict with our own American labor.
That is the purpose of the treaty, and, so far as concerns a law
which confines itself to that icular class, it is all right to
ghut them out, and I believe in it. =

There certainly can be no objection to Chinese physicians and
other professional men, Chinese bankers, and there are many of
that class, coming to the United States. In mﬂy;gwn State, in the
city of Chicago, we have a number of excellent Chinese phy-
sicians, some of whom are pa by many Americans In
%-eference to our own physicians. I am aware that some of our

estern Federal conrts (also the executive authorities) have

been disposed to hold that Chinese laborers included all Chinamen
other than those expressly excepted, namely, officials, merchants,
teachers, students, and travelers. Some of these decisions are
conflicting.

For instance, a United States district court in Cali-

fornia has held an actor to be a laborer and not entitled to re-
main in the United States, while a United States district courtin
Ilinois, with a full knowledge of the decision of the court in
California, held that an actor was not a laborer within the mean-
ing of our present treaties and laws, and was therefore entitled
to remain in the United States.

The Senator from Oregon has discussed very ably this provi-
sion defining the word *‘ laborer;”” but I can not beheve that the
treaty of 1894 contemplated that Chinese physicians, bankers,
purchasing agents, and others high in business and professional
life should be included under the word *laborer,” and should
not be entitled to admission into the United States.

The sections of this bill pertaining to the excepted classes, es-
pecially to students, teachers, and travelers, will tend to prevent
any of those classes from coming to the United States; and they
are therefore violations of the treaty of 1894 and the treaty of
1880, by which we permitted officials, merchants, teachers, stu-
dents, and travelers to enter and depart freely from the United
States.

Article 2 of the treaty of 1894 provides—

Mr. MITCHELL. ill it disturb the Senator if I interrupt
him? He has just passed from the point in his argnment where
he discussed the meaning of the freaty, as to what class of per-
sons were excluded and what class of persons were permitted to
come in, and he referred to some remarks I made the other day.
I wish to call the attention of the Senator from Illinois to
the final re of our commissioners who made the treaty of
1880, submitted to Secretary Evarts November 6, 1880. it
would not disturb the Senator, I should like to read just a few
lines.

Mr. CULLOM. Certainly.

Mr. MITCHELL, It is as follows:

@ desi as will see by the précis of {the negotia d

m(;;'“; pwci{negqn exa.ctyoul what allythe ng tiators on bggh m%ﬁutgdeerﬂsmig
““Chinese laborers.” But the Chinese Government was very u.nwiﬂin%g: be
more than the absolute necessity called for, and t claimed that in
Article II they did, by exclusion, provide that nobody shonld be entitled to
claim the benefit of the general provisions of the Burlingame treaty but
those who went to the United States for purposes of teaching, study, mercan-
tile tra ns, travel, or curiosity.

Thus showing that the identical treaty now being construed by
the Senator from Illinois was construed by the commissioners
who made it, in their final report to the Secretary of State, to
mean precisely what I claim it means, and the correspondence,
moreover, between the commissioners of the respective nations
shows the same thing. I will not interrupt the Senator too long,
however, but will refer to that later.

Mr, FORAKER. On what page?

Mr. MITCHELL. On page 462 is the final report, from which
Iread. I cannot at this moment put my hand on the page which
contains the correspondence between the commissioners of the
respective nations, in which the United States commissioners
presented to the commissioners from China their meaning, the
meaning, at least, that they desired to have inserted by proper
langunage in that treaty. The Chinese commissioners at first ob-
jected, but mildly, and subsequently iesced. The result of
the construction placed by the commissioners of the respective
nations in the correspondence between the two and in the final
report of our commissioners to our Secretary of State was to the
effect that the treaty meant that only those were entitled to come
to this country under the provisions of the treaty who were
named as exempted classes.

Mr. CULLOM. I have not read the rt of the commission-
ers who hel to make the treaty, but I read the treaty. I see
nothing in the treaty which justifies such a construction. It can
not be possible that those commissioners themselves will admit
that they intended to exclude bankers, doctors, preachers, and
every classof peo%: under the head of laborers. It doesnot seem
to me that it can be so.

Mr,. MITCHELL., I will state to the Senator that that has
been the practice of the Department in the execution of the treaty
and in the execution of the law. They do not admit lawyers
doctors, and preachers, and they never have done so, because o
the construction for which I contend.

Mr, CULLOM. There is nothing in the treaty that keepsthem
out, as far as I can read it. Arficle II—

Mr. PENROSE. I will say— :

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Illinois
yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania?

Mr. CULLOM. I should like to get through.

Mr. PENROSE. I merely wanted to ask the Senator whether
the treaty did not specifically provide for the classes that were
not laborers, the exempted classes?

Mr. CULLOM. The treaty provides that laborers shall not be
allowed to come in.

Mr. PENROSE. And it also provides for the classes them-
selves that may come.
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Mr, CULLOM. It provides for teachers, students, and mer-
chants. There is nothing said about the other classes, it is true,
but it does seem to me that the ordinary acceptation of the term
would not include in the treaty a prohibition of bankers, physi-
cians, and that class of professional men.

Mr. PENROSE. Does not the Senator from Illinois kmow that
the Chinese have no physicians in our sense of the word?

My, CULLOM. I do not know what the fact is.

Mr. PENROSE. Their medicines are in the most barbarous
and in the crudest condition, and it is ridiculous to talk about
admitting physicians when there are none in the whole Empire.

Mr. CULLOM. Article 2 of the treaty of 1894, providing for
the prohibition of Chinese laborers entering the United States
for ten years, does not apply to a registered laborer returning to
the United States, providing he has a wife, child, or parent here,
or property in the gnited States of the value of $1,000, or debts of
like amount due him and pending settlement. That is the pro-
vision of the treaty.

Section 10 of the pending bill practically repeats the above pro-
vision of the treaty, but provides that it shall be subject to a
number of conditions. For instance, the marriage to the wife
must have taken place at least one year prior to the application of
the laborer for permission to return, and must be followed by
continuous cohabitation; and in reference to debts it provides
that the requisite minimum wvalue is over all incnmbrances,
liens, and offsets; the debtor must be solvent; the debts must not
consist of promissory notes, and it must appear, where family,
property, or debt qualifications are relied on, that the applicant
possesses them at the time of return to the United States as well
as at the time of departure.

Article II of the treaty contains no authority for the enactment
of these conditions. That article provides specifically just what
the procedure shall be, and I do not think we would be warranted
under the treaty in extending and making additional conditions
from those contained in the treaty. Under this bill it would be
rather risky for a Chinese laborer to leave the United States at
all, if he ever expected to return, by the ranty given him in
the treaty. He might leave a wife or chilm hig departure from
the United States, and if his wife died in the meantime he would
not be permitted to enter (unless he also had a parent or child
living or debts to the value of $1,000).” It seems that the distin-
gnished committee who considered this bill was determined that
no-member of the Chinaman’s family should die during his ab-
sence, that no debt should be paid, but that everything must re-
main exactly as he left it; otherwise he will not be allowed to
return. The treaty does not authorize and never contemplated
any such conditions.

Now, Mr. President, I will only refer to one more matter in
connection with this bill.

Article IT of the treaty of 1880 provides that Chinese subjects,
whether proceeding to the United States as teachers, students,
merchants, or from curiosity, together with their body and house-
hold servants, and Chinese laborers who are now in the United
States shall be allowed to go and come of their own free will and
accord, and shall be accorded all the rights of citizens of the most
favored nation; and Article III of the same treaty provides that
all Chinamen, of whatever class, if meeting with E treatment,
that the Government of the United States will exert all its power
to devise means for their protection and to secure to them the
same rights, privileges, and immunities and exceptions as may be
enjoyed by citizens of the most favored nation, Article III of
the treaty of 1894 reaffirms the right of officials, teachers, stu-
dents, merchants, or travelers to come to the United States on
a certificate from their Government viséed by the diplomatic or
consular representative of the United States in the country from
whence they depart.

‘We have certainly by these treaties guaranteed to Chinese
officials, merchants, teachers, students, and travelers the treat-
ment of the subjects of the most favored nation, yet section 20
of the bill provides a system of registration and certificates of
registration for those excepted classes, and provides that if they
fail to obtain such certificates, in any proceeding inquiring into
their status they are presumed to bhe laborers. ere are many
other stringent provisions in the bill pertaining to these exempt
classes not in harmony with our gnaranty to them of the treat-
ment of the subjects of the most favored nation.

Now, Mr. President, I have gone over the different treaties with
China since 1844 and the varions laws passed on the subject of
Chinese immigration. Those treaties and laws speak for them-
selves, They show very clearly what the general trend of public
opinion has been in the last thirty years. Until perhaps 1878
we invited Chinese immigration; since then our policy has to
prohibit it. Many of the laws that we have passed are stringent
and harsh. In the enactment of the act of 1888 we directly vio-
lated our treaty with China; and in the enactment of most of our
laws on the subject we do not seem to have shown much regard
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for the spirit of our treaties, even if we have generally adhered to
their letter. But the threatened danger of great numbers of these
laborers coming into the United States was, in the opinion of Con-
gress, a sufficient excuse for their enactment.

Personally I am in favor of the absolute exclusion of Chinese
laborers, in the ordinary meaning of that word, and the proper
enforcement of the laws now on our statute books, and it seems
to me that those laws are amply sufficient. I do not think that it
would be wise for us to pass the bill under consideration, because
I consider many provisions of that bill to be violations of our
treaty relations with China. I admit, of course, that we have
the right under the Constitution to pass laws in contravention of
our treaties, and that those laws may supersede or abrogate an
existing treaty—at least so far as our own municipal law is con-
cerned—but such a course should be taken only in the most ex-
ceptional cases; and there is nothing in the present situation that
makes it either expedient or necessary to pass a law in disregard
of our treaty with China,

The question involved in our disposition of this bill is a very
serious one. It is easy fo adopt extreme views and favor extreme
measures in dealing with China, but our great nation can afford to
deal with the weak and the strong nations alike and do nothing
in either case that is not upon a high plane of honor and dignity.

The statistics show that the Chinese population in this country
is not increasing, but, on the contrary, is decreasing under the en-
forcement of the present law. Figures furnished by the Census
Bureau show that in 1880 there were, in round numbers, 105,000
Chinese in the United States, in 1890 there were 109,000, whilein
1900 there were 93,283. Gentlemen connected with the Bureau of
Immigration have denied these figures and claim that there are
800,000 Chinese in the United States to-day. I assume, however,
that the figures furnished by the Census Bureau, whose business
it is to gather such statistics, should be taken as correct. But
even if there were 300,000, is that a good ground for disregarding
our treaty obligations when the treaty will expire in two years
from now? It seems to me not.

Our trade and commerce with China are worthy of considera-
tion in dealing with this subject. Under present conditions, if we
do not close the doors to the commerce of China ourselves, it is as
sure to come to the United States, and much of our trade go to i,
as the sun shines u us. The Hawaiian Territory, over 1,000
miles out from our California shores in the direction of Japan and
China in the Pacific Ocean, is a part, in the fullest sense, of the
United States. The great archipelago—the Philippine Islands—
over which the sovereignty of the United States is proclaimed
and very soon, I trust, will be reco%mzed by all the people of those
fertile islands, is still beyond and comparatively near to China.
So we have opened the way, by establishing our outposts upon the
sea, to make 1t easy for the United States to control the commerce
of that country. So, Mr. President, from a purely selfish stand-
point, it is our interest to keep faith with China in all that we do.

I am aware, Mr. President, that events have transpired in that
ancient and weak Government which startled and almost paralyzed
the civilized world during the last two years, and the nations yet
look back at the condition which for months prevailed in that
feeble Government, with its 400,000,000 subjects, with amaze-
ment and horror. But the Chinese Government apparently did
the best she conld fo protect foreigners among them, and has
agreed to do all that has been demanded of her by the nations in
reparation for the ontrages committed by her subjects upon the
representatives of foreign governments, their families, and the
citizens and subjects of the nations in that country.

Mr. President, I donot mean to be misunderstood inmy position.
My belief is that we ought not to pass any law in disregard of
our treaty obﬁgﬁons: that we can continue the presentlaw until
the treaty of 1894 shall expire, if notice shall be given that this
Government does not desire it to be continued another ten years;
and in the meantime a new treaty may be agreed to which will
abrogate any possible treaty stipulations against the absolute ex-
clusion of Chinese laborers and which will permit us to enact
such legislation as we may deem necessary for the protection of
our country from the influx of these Chinese laborers into the
United States.

I desire to say right here that if keeping out the Chinese labor-
ers is not sufficient, let us adhere to our treaty obligations until
they expire or until we regularly abrogate them and then pass
such a law as the American people deem their interest to demand,
and I will vote for it if it keeps every possible Chinaman from
coming to our shores.

If China should decline to enter into a new treaty of this char-
acter, we might then be justified in going ahead and ing any
law on the subject of Chinese immigration that we might choose.
I recognize, of course, that in the absence of any treaty on the
subject every nation possesses the absolute right to restrict im-
migration in any manner it may desire.

It is better to pass a law in reference to Chinese immigration
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hefore our present laws expire next month. Still, if every law on
our statute books prohibiting the immigration of Chinese laborers
should expire y, the treaty of 1894 would prove a barrier
inst Chinese laborers coming into the Uni States. That

treaty by its terms prohibits such immigration, and that treaty
has all L{e authority and weight of an act of Congress under our
Constitution. Itisa part of our supreme municipal law withont
any additional act of Congress, and it would be the duty of the
executive department to see to it, by such measures as they might
find it necessary to adopt, that no Chinese laborer should enter
the United States except as provided in the treaty.

Mr. PERKINS obtained the floor.

Mr. MITCHELL. Will the Senator yield to me for just one
moment?

Mr. PERKINS. I yield first to the Senator from New Hamp-
shire [Mr. BURNHAM].

ELEONORA G. GOLDSBOROUGH.

Mr. BURNHAM. I desire to call up the bill (S. 3421) for the
relief of Eleonora G. Goldsborough.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Smvox in the chair). The
Senator from New Hampshire asks nnanimous consent for the
consideration of a bill which will be read for the information of
e TILLMAN. | Will it not be ecessary to temporarily |

Mr: : ill it no n to temporarily lay
aside the unfinished business? Can one bill be taken up in this
way when another is under consideration?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Undoubtedly. by unanimous
consent, the unfinished business is temporarily laid aside.

Mr. TILLMAN. It involves that, Isuppose. I merely wanted
to know what would be the parliamentary status.

Mr. MITCHELL. That was the request of the Senator from
New Hampshire.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It was pmct:icallgv the request
that the unfinished business be temporarily laid aside. Is there
objection to the present consideration of the bill?

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com-
mittee of the ole.

The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with an
amendment, in line 8, after the word *‘ death *’ toinsert ** with al-
lowances for two years;”’ so as to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre of the Treasury be, and he hereby
is, instructad to pay to Eleonora G. Goldshorough, widow of the late Surg.
Charles B. Goldsboronugh, of the Marine-Hospital SBervice, out of any moneys
not otherwise appropriated, two fm‘ pay at the rate of the he was
receiving as surgeon at the time of his death, with allowances for two years.

Mr. SPOONER. Ishould like to inquire of the Senator from
New Hampshire, what is the theory upon which this appropria-

tion is su ed to be made?

Mr. BT}E%? HAM. The bill as stated in the report is a peculiar
bill. It stands upon an exceptional basis. The surgeon whose
family are the claimants here was in the Marine-Hospital Serv-
ice and was engaged there for some twelve years. He contracted
a disease in the performance of an operation in the line of his duty,
and died, as it appears by the statement, from the effects of the

ration.

In 1898 there was an exact precedent for this bhill in the case
of Surg. John W. Branham. He contracted a disease, yellow
fever, 1 think, after a service of about five months, which caused
his death. Dr. Goldsborough had been in the service some twelve
years. The Senator from Missouri [Mr. CockRELL] objected to
the bill and desired that this should bz presented as an exceptional
case and not form a general precedent, and so we have punt it in
our report in that way. We think it is exceptional, and the bill
has the assent of the Senator from Missouri in its present state.

The amendment was agreéd to.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend-
ment was concurred in. :

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read
the third time, and passed.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE,

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr, W, J.
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed
a bill (H. R. 13031) to prohibit the coming into and to regulate
the residence within the United States, its Territories, and all ter-
ritory under its jurisdiction, and the District of Columbia, of
Chinese and persons of Chinese descent; in which it requested
the concurrence of the Senate,

CHINESE EXCLUSION,

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con-
sideration of the bill (S. 2060) to prohibit the coming into and to
regulate the residence within the United States, its Territories,
and all possessions and all territory under its jurisdiction, and the
é}istrict of Columbia, of Chinese persons and persons of Chinese

escent.

Mr. PERKINS. Iwillyield tothe junior Senator from Oregon
[Mr. MiTcHELL]. :
Mr. MITCHELL. By permission of the Senator from Cali-
fornia, I wish to call the attention of the Senator from Illinois to
one fact. The Senator has very properly stated the law when he
says that a later treaty repeals a former treaty and a later law re-
1s a former law, or even a former treaty. That we all agree
is good law. The Senator has stated that this bill violates, in his
judgment, certain provisions of the treaty of 1880. Iwish to call
the attention of the Senator to a fact which I think is conclusive.

Mr. CULLOM. It violates the treaty of 1894.

Mr. MITCHELL. The treaty of 1830 was abrogated by the
treaty of 1894, and the expiration of the treaty of 1894 can mot
bring back tolife the treaty of 1880 or any provision of it. Iknow
there is a rule of law to the effect that the repeal of a repealing
act perhaps revives the act repealed, but that is not this case.

Mr. SPOONER. That was the old common law. It is not the
rule here.

Mr. MITCHELL. It is not the rule, but even if it were it is
not applicable here. This is a case where a solemn treaty has
been entered into which absolutely abrogates and repeals a former
treaty, and there is a limitation in the later treaty; it expires at
the end of a certain time—in ten years. Under no conceivable
circnmstances can it be successfully contended that at the expira-
tion of the treaty of 1894 life is blown into the treaty of 1880
again. :

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator from Oregon allow me?

Mr. MITCHELL. Certainly.

Mr. SPOONER. I have not given this subject any examina-
tion, but I find here, and was reading it just before the Senator
rose, a contention by ex-Secretary Foster, which is very plansibl
maintained, that at the expiration of this treaty, Articles V an
VI of the Burlingame treaty—

Mr. CULLOM. The treaty of 1868,

ﬁMr. SPOONER. The treaty of 1868 will again come into oper-
ation.

Mr. MITCHELL. That isa different fpmpasition. But while
I know ex-Secretary Foster is capable of presenting almost any
case very plausibly, at the same time I doubt the validity of the
argument.

Mr. SPOONER. I have formed no opinion on the question.

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President—

Mr. MITCHELL. But there can be no question, it seems to

e_
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Oregon
yield to the Senator from Illinois?

Mr. MITCHELL. Certainly.

Mr. CULLOM. My view has been that, as the treaty of 1880
was a permanent treaty, and as the treaty of 1894 was a ten years'
treaegr, a sort of suspending treaty, when that treaty had termi-
nated by the expiration of the time the treaty of 1880 would re-
main in force. I believe that will be determined to be the law.
Mr. MITCHELL. It is clearly an abrogation of the treaty of

1880.

Mr. PENROSE. It was not maintained for one moment by
Mr. Foster before the Committee on ITmmigration that the treaty
of 1880 could ever be revived. I was somewhat astonished at the
claim made by the chairman of the Committee on Foreign Rela-
tions that such a theory could be entertained. On page 36 of the
testimony before the Committee on Immigration Mr. John W.
Foster said:

The treaty of 1894 was substituted for that of 1880, and in its Article VI it
is provided that * this convention shall remain in force for a period of ten
years,” with the usual provision for notice of termination.

Mr. Foster went on to explain with considerable elaboration
our treaty relations with China, but at no point did he make the
slightest claim that the treaty of 1880 could ever be revived. He
did endeavor to set up the claim that Articles V and VI of the
treaty of 1868 might be revived upon the expiration or abrogation
of the treaty of 1804. The Senator from Illinois is the first in
tlgis Sré%ntroversy to claim that there is any life left in the treaty
of 1880.

Mr. CULLOM. It is my judgment that when the treaty for
ten years shall expire some portion of the treaty of 1880 and pos-
sibly of the treaty of 1868 will be in force.

r. PENROSE. The Senator goes far beyond the most ex-
treme advocates and representatives of the Chinese in this contro-
versy in that contention.

Mr. CULLOM. Itis ii‘:st. a question of law with me. I do not
care anything about what is claimed by representatives of the

ese.

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, I think it is well enough
to understand the attitude of Mr. Foster upon these several
treaties. I suppose upon questions of treaty law and treaty con-
struction he is as safe an anthority as we can turn to, and when
he states that upon the expiration of the treaty of 1804 the treaty

m
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of 1880 is not revived, but that certain sections or articles of the
treaty of 1868 are revived, there is at least some good, solid foun-
dation for the claim. That is the stand taken by Mr. Foster, and
upon the theory that he is right (and we may presume that he is
right until he is shown to be mistaken) we may very well under-
stand what Articles V and VI of the treaty of 1868 are,

If, as Mr. Foster claims, these articles of the 1868 treaty are
to be revived upon the termination of the treaty of 1894, then all
the barriers which have been raised against Chinese immigration,
which have been raised against Chinese laborers, and the whole
horde of Chinese who would seek admission into this country are
leveled to the ground.

These are the articles of the treaty which Mr. Foster says
will be revived. His claim was that because in 1894 these articles
would be revived, we would be gnilty of a violation of our solemn
treaty with China to continue our exclusive policy in any way;
in other words, that since Articles V and VI of the treaty of 1868
are revived, any act of Congress that would exclude laborers, or
any other class of Chinese people, that wounld not leave the entire
population of China upon the plane that the population of other
countries occupy under the favored-nation clause, would be a
violation of our treaty obligations, and for that reason he ob-
jected, not to certain clauses and certain provisions in the bill
now under discussion, but to the bill in toto, becaunse it would be
a violation of treaty obligations. This is what he says:

‘With this exact parallel before us, I need say no more to convince you that
when the treaty with China of 1884 is terminated in 1904, Articles V and VI
of the treaty of 1868 will again come into full force. They are as follows:

“ART. V. The United States of America and the Emperor of China cor-
dially r the inherent and inalienable right of man to change his
home and allegiance, and also the mutual advantage of the free immigration
and emigration of their citizens and subjects, respectively, from the one
country to the other, for purposes of curiosity, of trade, or as mrmnnent
residents. The high contracting parties, therefore, join in reprobating any
other than an entirely voluntary emigration for these purposes. They con-
sequentl] e to pass laws making it a penal offense for a citizen of the
United gma\‘%l:or Cﬂnese subjects to take Chinese snbig;:ts either to the
United States or to any other foreign country, or for a Chiness subzec_t or
citizen of the United States to take citizens of the United States to or
to any o}her foreign country, without their free and voluntary consent, re-
WEII':%L Citizens of the United States visiting or residing in China shall
enjoy the same privileges, immunities, or exemptions in fo travel
or residence as may there be enjoyed by the citizens or subj of the most
favored nation. And, reciprocally, Chinese subjects visiting or residing in
the United States shall enjoy the same privileges, immunities, and exemp-
tions in respect to travel or residence as may there be enjoyed by the citizens
or subjects of the most favored nation. But nothing herein contained shall
be held to confer naturalization upon citizens of the United States in China,
nor upon the subjects of China in the United States.”

Clearly breaking down all walls, opening the United States to
as overwhelming an invasion of Chinese population as may see fit
to come, with the onlmivilege denied them—and that privilege
is denied also to the inhabitants of the United States residing in
China—is the right to become American citizens.

Then Mr. Foster continues:

I think I have made it clear that these articles will, in the absence of any
%ﬁt‘\ treaty a ment.ﬁ(é;m&;rétz r{orclz ‘:rn 1904, a.n‘;il Itﬁgva %;:fgl& estab-
which lo:f:)j:rﬁ:im:iaa the exclusion ot_CEineee ] bon_arsyl?e opg 1904 will be not
fnntliy without international anthority but will be in violation of treaty stipu-

Ons,

That was the claim of Mr. Foster.

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a
question?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Colo-
rado yield to the Senator from Wisconsin?

Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly.

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator has examined this question, and
he is a member of the committee and an able lawyer. If he will
pardon me, I should like to ask him what is his opinion as to the
effect of the expiration of the treaty of 1894 as to Articles V and
VI of the treaty of 18687

Mr. PATTERSON. Iam frank to say that I have not given it
independent investigation. I was not present when ex-Secre
Foster made his statement, but I find it here in the record. I do
no more than take his interpretation of the several treaties.

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Willthe Senatorallowme tointerrupt him?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Colo-
rado yield to the Senator from Indiana?

Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly.

Mr. FAIRBANKS. The statement has been made that this
treaty will expire in 1004, but I do not think that is quite the case.
It is not if we strictly follow its terms. The treaty may be de-
nounced in 1904 by either party; but if it is not so denounced by
giving six months’ notice prior to the expiration of the first period
of ten years, it will continue for another period of.ten years; that
is, nnuil 1914,

Mr. SPOONER. Bat if we denounce it do we revive Articles
V and VI of the treaty of 1868?

Mr, FATRBANKS. That was not the point of my observation.
I rose simply to say——

Mr. SPOONER. I understand, but the Senator is on the com-

mittee, and I have not examined the matter at all. I only asked
for information.

Mr. FATRBANKS. That is a feature of the subject which I
have not examined with care; and I would not undertake to say.
It was not at all necessary to determine that matter in the con-
sideration of the bill before the Senate.

Mr. PATTERSON. The Senator from Indiana [Mr. Fam-
BANKS] states correctly the provisions of the treaty of 1884; but,
as stated by Mr. Foster, I think it may be accepted that, since
China is opposed to the exclusion of its subjects by the United
States, China will, within the six months fixed by the treaty, de-
nounce the treaty. It is, therefore, of the highest importance
that we should have affirmative legislation upon the statute books
in anticipation of that event.

There is another reason why this bill as reported by the com-
mittee should be enacted into law, and why neither of the other
bills reported, which simply pro to continue existing law in
effect until 1904, should be permitted to take its place. It is this:
Since the treaty of 1894 and the act of 1892 this country has ac-
quired different possessions—Hawaii and the Philippine Islands.

There is a very large Chinese population in the Hawaiian
Islands. There are seventy-five or eighty thousand Chinese of
the Eure blood in the Philippine Islands, and there are in the
neighborhood of 750,000 mestizos—that is, Chinese of the half
blood. Unless this law is enacted, or a law which covers Hawaii
and the Philippine Islands, there will be no law which will inter-
fere with the emigration of Hawaiian Chinese and Filipino Chi-
nese into the United States. I imagine that the doctrine of
domestic territory would apply to the population of those islands
as well as to the matter of tariff duties, and, until Congress shall
act by affirmative legislation, no rule or regulation can be en-
forceable that prohibits the incoming of Chinese to this éountry
from the Philippine Islands.

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Will the Senator permit me?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Colo-
rado yield to the Senator from Connecticut?

Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly.

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Does the Senator know of any
instance in which a Chinaman has attempted to come from the
Philippine Islands into this country?

Mr %ATI‘ERSON . I have not been watching for instances of
that kind.

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Does the Senator suppose that
under our present law a Chinaman would be admitted if he did
attempt to come?

Mr. PATTERSON. I do notsee how he could be prohibited
under the present law. Underthe decision of the Supreme Court
of the United States I am inclined to think—and I think itisa
safe conclusion—that there can be no interdiction of the commu-
nication of the inhabitants of the Philippine Islands and of the
United States to and from either the one country or the other,
and the fact that Chinese may not have come—or they may have
come for anght I know—does not in the slightest degree interfere
with the imminent danger that will constantly exist if this Con-
gress should adjourn without prohibitive legislation being placed
upon the statute books.

Mr. BACON. Ishould like to ask the Senator a question.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Colo-
rado yield to the Senator from Georgia?

Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly.

Mr. BACON. Upon whatline of argument did Mr. Foster base
his opinion that the particular articles of the treaty referred to
:mu;_:d, be revived rather than any other articles of any prior

reaty?

Mr. PATTERSON. AsI said in response to the Senator from
Wisconsin [Mr. SPooNER], I have not given the subject inde-
pendent investigation.

Mr. BACON. I asked the Senator for information.

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. Foster based his view upon the ground
that the treaty of 1894 suspended the operations of Articles Vand
VI of the treaty of 1868.

Mr, BACON. But did not abrogate them?

Mr. SPOONER. Did not abrogate them, but suspended them.

Mr. PATTERSON. It simply suspended them. As I have
said, I havs not given that subject independent investigation, and
therefore do not desire fo enter upon an independent argument.
But, as I have suggested, if the claim that is made by Mr. Foster
is trne—I have not examined the treaty of 1868, but I suppose his
claim must be true—then surely those two articles were simply

ded by the treaty of 1894 and the treaty of 1880, and the
revival of those two articles must follow ex necessitate.

I want to call the attention of Senators to the situation in the
Philippine Islands. It is of the highest importance that
officials shall be sent to those islands for the purpose of supervis-
ing any laws that may exist there with reterence to the ingress
of Chinese. The only law there now is one that was issued as a
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general order by one of the commanding generals, and in general
terms was declared to be a law by the Philippine Commission,

But I am inclined to think, Mr, President, that there is not
likely to be an{BtEgg like an honest enforcement of that law in
the Philippine ds. Unless representatives and officials from
the Treasury Department are sent to those islands, officials who are
imbued with a conviction of duty, who believe thatitis their duty
to enforce the law honestly and impartially as it is found npon
the statute book, we may well expect that with anything like
peace in those islandsthere will be a tremendous trend of Chinese
toward them. I have not made a calculation, but there must be
at least 8,000 miles of seacoast in the Philippine Islands. They
are more than a thousand miles from north to south.

Mr. BACON. Much more than that.

Mr. PATTERSON. Whatever they may be, I aim always to
be conservative in my estimates, and that is quite enough.

The opportunity for access to the Zulu group, and then the mi-
gration from those islands up to those occupying a more northerly
sitnation in the ocean, is without any impediment whatever, ex-

t the ordinary impediments of sea and land that interpose.
ceglr. TILLMAN, Mr. President—

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Colo-
rado yield to the Senator from South Carolina?

Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly. |

Mr. TILLMAN. I would remind the Senator from Colorado
that the Senator from Indiana [Mr. BEVERIDGE], who, I believe,
made a visit to the Philippine Archi 0, in an elaborate,
thoroughly prepared, and digested speech, which he made here on
the future of that acquisition, declared that the natives were not
fit for work or would not work; that they were lazy, and he in-
dicated in express terms that the Chinese were to be the laborers
of that-country. His contention, if I recall it, was to the effect
that in the development of the archipelago—as he pictured in
glowing terms the exploitation of which they were capable, the
rich mines and forests, and all that kind of thing, lying there
waiting the hand of the reaper—the Chinaman was to be the la-
borer and the American capitalist was to be the person to bring
him there. I merely wish to remind the Senator of that phase of
this question. ]

Mr. PATTERSON. Whatever may have been said by the
Senator from Indiana upon that subject is probably true.

‘We know from the testimony which has been given up to this
time before the Philippine Committee—and it has been confined
to Governor Taft and Army officers—that Filipino labor is not
desirable or dependable from an American, Yankee, go-ahead
standpoint. We know further that the chamber of commerce of
Manila, I think it was, ({vetitioned Congress for the admission of
Chinese upon the ground that Chinese labor was necessary. We
Imow that those who make investments over there desire labor
that will not fail them on account of the debilitating climate, and
for other reasons which have been given with great clearness;
and that such labor is necessary to anything like the degree of
prosperity which they wish to see in the Philippines.

There is unrelenting hostility between the native Filipino and
the Chinese; but npon the part of the Europeans, upon the part
of the Chinese mestizos, upon the part of the commercial clasges
and of those who claim to be there for the purpose of developing
the islands there is a concurrence of opinion, as expressed, that
the islands can only be properly developed by the use of Chinese
labor. Therefore, I think it is safe to say, Mr., President, that the
enforcement of any existing law in the Philippines will be lax to
commence with. On account of the tremendous line of seacoast,
with the utmost vigilance there can not be an effective barring
out of the Chinese population. 8o that the Philippines, unless
they are embraced within a Federal exclusion law and unless the
coming of Chinese from the Philippine Islands to the mainland
is prohibited, will simply be a stepping-stone between China and
the United States, b%means of which an almost unlimited Chinese
population can reach this eountry.

go, Mr, President, I hope that no Senator who is sincerely in
favor of Chinese exclusion, who is impressed with the necessity
of protecting the white labor of this country, and especially of
the Pacific coast and other sections of the United States which
the Chinese may readily reach, from competition with Chinese
will commit the grave mistake of resting satisfied with any meas-
ure that does not include exclusion from the Phili '&pine Islands
and then exclusion from the United States by way of the Philip-

ine Islands. To make that at all effective it is necessary that
here shall be a Federal statute, under which Treasury officials
wz]llge sent to the Philippine Islands for the purpose of enforcing
the law.

I will not occupy any more time now; but, Mr. President, I
think that it can be demonstrated, and I believe it will be before
this discussion ends, that the provisions of this bill with reference
to the excepted classes are in every wise reasonable, in view of
the object that is to be attained.

I think we may say that there are a goodly number of Senators

who really do not want Chinese exclusion and who are expressing
content with certain weakling measures, because such measures
are the best that they can hope to obtain through this body; but,
Mr. President, the Senators who favor Chinese exclusion, who
are impressed with the enormity of the evil, who know the de-
moralizing influences of a Chinese group in any community, who
comprehend what competition between Chinese wages with the
wage that should be paid to the white laborer, and the depth of
degredation to which a white laborer must descend whenever the
price which he receives is to be fixed by the price that is paid to
the Chinese, will have no hesitation in supporting this measure
as it is reported from the committee.

The complaint is made, Mr. President, that under this billa
Chinese banker can not be admitted, nor a doctor, nor a lawyer,
and, I suppose, neither would a Chinese astrologer come in; but
it should be borne in mind that China, as one of the high con-
tracting parties, agreed that all Chinese, except those constituting
the five favored classes, should be excluded, not in terms, but so
clearly and so logically that there is no escape from it.

In the treaty of 1894 the declaration is made—and let me read
it, so that we may all have a fair understanding. Article I of
the treaty of 1804 is an exceedingly short one, but it is very com-
prehensive. It says:

ARTICLE I

The hi i -
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the coming, except under the conditions hereinafter specified, of Chinese
laborers to the United States shall be absolutely prohibited.

The conditions that China saw fit to approve are afterwards
specified, and let me read to the Senate what classes were made
exceptions. I read the second article, and will then come to the
one I have in mind now, for the purpose of showing the terms to
which China through its plenipotentiary solemnly agreed.

The preceding article—

That is the one that absolutely excludes all Chinese except those
that might be in the treaty thereafter specified.

ArTICLE IL

The preceding article shall not apm to the return to the United States of
any registered Chinese laborer who a lawful wife, child, or parent in the
United States—

The exclusion does not apply to them; and this bill makes full,
ample, and generous provision for the return of Chinese to the
United States who, having been here and gone without, desire to
return because they have herelawful wives, children, or parents—
or cFmperty therein of the value of $1,000, or debts of like amount due him
and pending settlement,

The readmission of those classes is provided for in the present
bill, Those with lawful wives, children, or parents; those who
own property in the United States to the extent of $1,000, or to
whom is due the sum of $1,000. The second article then goes on:

Nevertheless every such Chinese laborer shall, before leaving the United
States, deposit, as a condition of his return, with the collector of customs of
the district from which he departs, a full description in writing of his family,
or‘%:goperty. or debts, as aforesaid, and shall be furnished by said collector
with such certificate of his right to return under this treaty as the laws of
the United States may now or hereafter prescribe and not inconsistent with
the provisions of this treaty.

All of which is recognized and provided for in the bill now be-
fore the Senate. Then Article III provides:

The provisions of this convention shall not affect the right at present en-
mcd of Chinese subjects, being officials, teachers, students, merchants, or

velers for curiosity or pleasure, but not laborers, of coming to the United
States and residing therein. To entitle such Chinese subjects as are above
described to admission into the United States, they may produce a certificate
from their Government or the Government where theylast resided viséed by
the diplomatic or consular representative of the United States in the country
or port whence they depart.

Then, it provides for the transit of Chinese laborers across the
United States. If they leave China and happen to be in Canada
and desire to go to Mexico, Chinese laborers may traverse the
United States for the purpose of going from the one country to
the other, or if they desire to go by way of the United States from
China to any European country, they have the right of transit,
and the right of transit is provided for in this bill,

When a treaty excludes all Chinese except certain excepted
classes, and names those that are excepted, then, under every rule
of construction, all are excluded except those expressly mentioned;
and when if is complained that under this bill a er or a phy-
gician or others can not come in, we have a right to say it is the
faunlt of China, for China consented to a treaty which excludes
them.

Now, without occupying more time on that subject and with
reference to the re tions found in the bill, they were found
necessary by the officers of the United States whose duty it is to
enforce this measure. They discovered that there never was a
truer statement made about any people than that of Bret Harte
referring to the Chinese:

For ways that are dark
And for tricks that are vain
The heathen Chinee is peculiar,

The Chinese have certain peculiarities that make them desirable
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for certag:egeople. They are obedient. They are servile. They
may be without resentment as slaves and peons have been
used. Kicks and cuffs and hard words have no particular terror
to them. For some people a class of this character possesses
peculiar charms, and the further we get away from the mass of
th%geople the more we see in people of that character to please us.
ere is a clamor in various localities and from certain classes
for the unrestricted admission of Chinese, because the Chinese
possess those traits which make men mean everywhere, but afford
peculiar satisfaction to those who delight to dominate over their
fellow-man. Since exclusion has been placed upon the statute
books China and Chinese and the Six Companies have been found
lific in schemes to evade the law. And why? Because they
e here under a pecnliar contract system that makes it ex-
tremely profitable to those interested in Chinese immigration.
And then there are great steamship lines and great railroad lines
to and in the United States which see in the breaking down of the
barriers incalculable profits in the carrying of Chinese, first across
the ocean and then across the land, first in the steamer and then
in railway car.

It has been said that capital is without conscience. We know,
My, President, that when great dividends are in sight for great
corporations, railroad, steamship, and other corporations, the
moral law and the welfare of fhe human race get little sympathy
from corporations when they can fill their coffers and reap im-
mense gains, So we find in this country the representatives of
great steamship lines, the representatives of great railway lines,
the representatives of great industrial factories, those who want
cheap labor. As the honorable Senator from North Carolina
[ALr. Smimoxs] said yesterday, he has received from his State a
petition from cotton factories urging him to vote against this
measure,

Organizations of this character, wherever they may be found,
whether upon the Pacific coast or the interior of the country, or
on the Gulf or the Lake shores, are willing to disregard the wel-
fare of the masses of the people—not only their physical, but
their moral and their spiritual welfare. They stand ready to over-
ride every consideration which should control an American citizen
imbued with a proper appreciation of American manhood in order

to get the benefit of cheap labor, although in getting it they de- -

grade men of their own race and blood and fill their country with
moral lepers, who would contaminate its manhood from ocean to
ocean if there were enough of them here,

The honest, genuine, bona fide r of Chinese exclusion
will find nothing in this bill to offend him. Why this great solic-
itude for the Chinese? " I take it we are doing no injustice to the
Chinese when we keep him at home. If you think of his own
pleasure and happiness, there is every reason to believe that thei
will be more enhanced at home among friends, with his own kit
and kin and those of his own caste, than here in the United States,
in the midst of a hostile population, a population in which he is
held as a degraded being and looked upon as an outcast and an
interloper. So, if youhave in mind the welfare of the Chinaman,
there is no reason why you should seek to bring him to the United
States. 2

I am not prepared to say that if we were to open our doors to
the Chinese but that we would find alittle more favor in the eyes
of the Chinese governing masses. Perhaps some people would
make more money; perhaps some enterprises might be able to sell
more of their products; but is that all there isin life? I take it
the Chinese Empire by this time is absolutely reconciled to the
policy of exclusion which has been in force in the United States
now since 1880, and no law that has for its object the honest en-
forcement of provisions adopted by a solemn treaty with China
is going to offend the Empire more than it has been offended. It
is reconciled.

I take it, Mr. President, that the attitude of the United States
toward the integrity of the Chinese Empire is of far greater
moment to China and to Chinese citizens than is any particular
clanse or provision that may be placed in our exclusion law, and
if the United States continues the policy it has maintained up to
this time of standing for the integrity of China, of opposing the
schemes of European governments with which they would dis-
rupt the Empire and divide its territory as the garments of the
Sainted One of old were divided amongst the crucifiers, there will
be no trouble upon the score of trade and commerce between China
and the United States.

China, in the language of its treaty. recognizes that there is an
ineradicable hostility upon the part of the American population,
or at least a very large part of the American population, to the
people of its Empire. In solemn treaty it has agreed that such is
the case. In solemn treaty it has agreed that they shall be ex-

clnded. Therefore there is no danger of offending either the
Chinese Government or its commercial classes by adopting a rigid
and honest policy of enforcing what has been deliberately agreed
upon between it and the United States.

Let the United States continue in the future as it has in the

past to act the part of an honest arbiter, recognizing the right of
the Chinese Government to exist and the benefits of the integrity
of the Chinese Empire; wherever it may, intervening its strong
arm to prevent its disruption and the heaping of odium and in-
dignity npon its ruling classes, and I take it that onr commerce
will not suffer, our trade will not be diminished, but that, on the
contrary, they will advance and expand, while those who are seek-
ing to make a prey of the Empire will suffer by the diminution
if not the destruction of their commerce,

Mr. President, there is no violation of treaty rights in this bill.
I was glad that in another Chamber it was adopted with such
unanimity. ¢

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President, asThave the honor to represent
in part a State on the Pacific slope, and live in a great commercial
city, the entrepdt for perhaps 75 per cent of the Chinese who
have come into the United States, a city which is the headquarters
of the Six Consolidated Chinese Companies, which are virtually
those that bring the Chinese to this country, which make the
laws for them while they are here, which direct the Chinese

| thronghout our State, and one of which companies is usually the

contrector for the Chinese employed in irrigation on railroads,
in great mining camps, and in the forests, it seems to me tha
perhaps it is not improper that I should relate to the Senate ina
conversational way my own observations and experience during
the forty years or more that I have heen brought in contact with
this undesirable class of immigrants who have come into the
country.

Mr, President, I think there can be no doubt that ‘nine out of
every ten men and women in the United States believe that there
should be placed restrictions more or less rigorons on Chinese im-
migration to thiscountry. The better the opportunities for learn-
ing what the Chinese are and what effect their presence in large
numbers would have in this country the greater is the proportion
of Americans who believe in restrictive measures and the more
rigorous they believe those restrictions should be. Whereas in
the far Eastern States, whose people have been able to see little or
nothing of Chinese life, cnstoms, and habits, and where is found
a morbid sentiment based on the assertion of the Declaration of
Independence that “all men are eqnal,’” there may be found a
considerable number of Americans who willing to welcome
among them such numbers of Chinese as are willing to come—on
the other side of the continent, which has borne the brunt of the
Chinese invasion, the voice of the people is practically unanimous
in favor of exclusion. The State of California at a general elec-
tion once voted on this question, and the result was 154,638 against
immigration and 883 in favor. And even among the strongest
pro-Chinese advocates there will ever be found, I think—as there
must be among intelligent Americans who give any consideration
to the question—an intimation that what they so earnestly demand
might under some circumstances be improper to grant. In fact,
there isa weakness in their position of which they are so conscious
that they can not help revealing it.

SIGNIFICANT ADMISSIONS.

Hon. John W, Foster, who appeared before the Senate Com-
mittee on Immigration in opposition to this bill, when pressed for
an answer, said that he thought it ** a wise thing to have a reason-
able exclusion’’ of Chinese laborers, and Myr. Stephen W.
Nickerson, representing the ‘ opinion of a public (pro-Chinese)
meeting” in Boston, was, I think, conscious of this weakness
when he gafd that “even while this policy (of impartiality in
treatment) does not always seem true in special instances norin
view of some temporary considerations, yet, we believe in the
long run it is true.” Mr. Nickerson said that while the people of
his State have ‘‘always been a little theoretical for right’’ they
have ** also been practical for trade,” yet the Arkwright Club; of
Boston, which, representing textile manufacturers of New Eng-
land, might be expected to be very *‘ practical for trade,” in a
communication to the committee states that it recognizes the fact
that * the laws against the admission into this country of that
class of Chinese (laborers) can not be too stringent.”

Thus the student of the political bearings of the question, the
advocates of the moral obligations of the United States toward
Chinese immigrants, and the representatives of those American
industries which are most interested in trade with China, give evi-
dence that they realize the fact that unrestricted Chinese immi-
gration would be an evil. And this realization comes to every
one, I think, whether, in considering the question, a “little theo-
retical for right,”” anxiouns to extend his trade, or fearful of polit-
ical complications, The consideration of the problems by those
of our Presidents who have had occasion to deal with them, has
led to the same conclusions.

OPINIOXS OF OUR PRESIDESTS,

President Grant, in a message to Congress, said:

I call the attention of Congress to a generally conceded fact that the great
proportion of Chinese immigrants who come fo our shores do not come vol-
untarily to make their homes with us, and their labor productive of general
prosperity, but come under contracts with headmen, who own them almost
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absolutely. In a worse form does this apply to Chinese women. Hardly a

rce%ubla percent of them perform any honorable labor, but they are

ught for sham émrpaaes. to the di of the communities where
settled, and to the great demoralization of the youth of those localities,

President Harrison gaid in a message to Congress:

‘While our supreme interests demand the exclusion of a laboring element
which experience has shown to be incomggtible with our social life, all steps
to compass this imperative need should accompanied with a recognition
of the claim of those strangers now lawfully among us to humane and just
treatment.

President Cleveland, in messages to Congress, said:

That the exclusion of Chinese labor is demanded in other countries where
like conditions prevail is strongly evidenced in the Dominion of Canada,
where Chinese immigration is now regula by laws more exclusive than
our owa.

Chinese merchants have trading operations of magnitude throughout the
world. They do not become citizens or subjects of the country where they
may temporarily reside and trade; they continue to b2 subjects of China.

Much of this viclence (against Chinese) ¢in be traced to race prejudiceand
competition in labor. # * * Inopening our vast domain to alien elements
the purpose of our lawgivers was to invite assimilation and not to provide
an arena for endless antagonism. The paramount duty of g pub-
lic order and defending the interests of our own people may require the adop-
tion of measures of restriction. . )

The experiment of blending the social habits and mutual race idiosynera-
gles of the Chinese laboring classes with those of the great body of the people
of the United States has been proved by the experience of twenty years, and
even since the Burlingame {reaty of 1868, to be in every sense unwise, im-
politie, and injurions to both nations. * * * The admitted and paramount
right and duty of every 1;guveu"ﬂment to exclude from its borders all elements
of foreign population which for any reason re its prosperity or are detri-
mental to the moral and physical health of its people must be regarded as a
recognized canon of interna law and intercourse.

P[.'-BLIU OPINIOX ADVERSE TO CHINESE IMMIGRATION.

It must, I think, be conceded that intelligent public opinion is
wsed to Chinese immigration. The reasons are not far to seek.
ey are fundamental—racial—and are bound to make themselves
felt in spite of theories as to moral obligations or the assumed
needs of foreign trade. They bring to the front again that piti-
less truth of the survival of the fittest. = In the question of life or
death which is involved the moral theories of the pro-Chinese ad-
vocates can scarcely have that weight which would be theirs were
the future of our institutions and our race on this continent in no
danger. When two races so radically different as Chinese and
Americans freely intermingle in large numbers, there must either
be assimilation or the subjection of one to the other.

The experience of the United States for fifty years, and of other
countries for far longer periods, proves conclusively that the
Chinese are not assimilative, Witness the Chinese colonies in
San Francisco, Hongkong, Manila, Singapore, Penang, and Ma-
lakka. Their racial tendency is more strongly opposed to amal-

tion with qther races than that of the Hindoo or the Parsee.
ar into future history they will be what they now are, in
racial tendencies stronger than will or desire, and will remain
aloof from all other peoples. If they are not assimilative they
can be only a foreign body within our borders, and must, in the
nature of things, either suppress or besuppressed. That alterna-
tive would surely come with unrestricted influx from China, in
jsolated communities at first, the struggle extending as the dis-
ity in numbers decreased. Put 500,000 Chinese in and around
n and there would be no more pro-Chinese mass meetings
at which the bill of rights of Massachusetts could be invoked.
Rather would their be raised the well-remembered slogan of Denis
Kearney; and if the men of Massachusetts were not degenerate
from colonial times, Boston Harbor would be filled with other
products of the Flowery Kingdom than tea.

A BTRUGGLE FOR SURVIVAL.

In the contest for survival between the American and the Chi-
nese the latter has an overpowering advantage. Centuries before
there was an Anglo-Saxon the Chinese had gained their present
characteristics. Thousands of years of exclusion of all other
peoples had made them unassimilative. Their country, walled
against the external world, which they regarded with contempt,
became crowded to the limit of support, and universal poverty
was the result. For thousands of years the people of China have
been compelled to live on the scantiest of means, and the result is
a race—the fittest only surviving—which is probably capable of
sustaining more hardships, of living on cheaper food, of needing
less clothing and shelter, of having fewer wants, and the lowest
estimate of life, as a whole, of any civilized people. They are,
therefore, capable of entering into comﬁ-eﬁtion with any race on
earth with the chances in favor of their ultimate supremacy.
To attempt to meet the Chinese on their own gronnd wounld mean
decimation at once. No other civilized people could endure were
it to adopt the Chinese standard, and that standard they would
have to adopt were they to compete at all.

Such are 319 Chinese whom we seek to exclude from our shores—
the Chinese belonging to that vast body of China’s inhabitants
which are ground gtweeu the exactions of the few officials and

men of wealth and the limitations in the productiveness of the
goil. They form the class from which come to us the Chinese

who underbid our own workmen in every calling in which they
see fit to engage. They are fitted to successfully enter into com-
petition with labor In all parts of the United States. Here they
find conditions which, at their worst, are far better than any they
could find in China.

CHINESE AS INDUSTRIAL COMPETITORS.

The late Consul-General Wildman, in a report to the State De-
partment December 27, 1900, says:

As long as labor has almost no value and flesh and blood is the cheapest
thing on the market, I can not recommend American manufacturers to waste

printing matter and postage stamps on so impossible & field. * ¢ *
he majority of the peasantry live at the rate of from 2 to 5 cents a day.

Two salient characteristics of the Chinese which alone would
render them unfitted to become residents of this country are

ointed out by United States Consul Henry B. Miller, of Chung-

ng. He states that—

The mair thou%:lt. in Chinese economy seams to be to find a place for a
man to get wages, however small, regardless of whether he earns them or
not. The idea that a man should be employed on the basis of his earning
power and capacity is unknown.

Williams R. Wheeler, representing the Pacific Coast Jobbers’
Association, in his testimony before the Industrial Commission,
May 20, 1901, after stating emphatically that the reenactment of
the exclusion law is desirable, said:

They (the Chinese) used to enter all lines of employment when immigra-
tion was unrestricted. There was scarcely a voeation that they did not take
up. ¥ # * The disfavor with which we regard the Chinese is altogether
a commercial one, for the reason that the Chinaman is conservative and con-
tinues to wear Chinese clothes and eat Chinese food, all of which enables him
to live in Chinese fashion, herded together like so many cattle, This mode
of life enables him to nndersell and accept lower wages than the American
workman. Furthermore, his earnings are sent back religiously to China,
taking that much money out of the country, and the merchandise of most of

his wants and requirements is brought from China to a large extent, He is
not commerciﬁ;l a contributor to tﬁe upbuilding of this corli‘;try.

HOW CHINESE CROWD OUT AMERICAN WORKMEN.

One of the most significant facts in relation to the effect of
Chinese competition was placed before the Industrial Commission
by Prof. W. A. Wyckoff, assistant professor of political economy
in Princeton University. It will be remembered that Professor
Wyckoff has made a study of the condition of labor in the
United States at first hand, living as a workingman for two years,
traveling from the Atlantic to the Pacific and securing work
wherever he could at the wages offered. Those who have read
his very interesting articles in one of the popular magazines will
recollect that until he reached the Pacific coast he had no difficulty
in procuring work. Infact, the demand forlabor was greater than
the supply outside of thelargecities. Noman willing to work need
go withont employment. To the Industrial Commission he said
that in his tramp from Los Angeles to San Francisco he came in
contact with Chinese labor, ** which effectually cut off the possi-
bility of my finding emfyloyment on the railways. I could not
have got work there as 1 did in Nebraska, for example.” There
were no mixed gangs at all. The workmen were Chinese, em-
ployed on the contract or padrone system.

ACTUAL SLAVERY A FEATURE OF CHINESE CIVILIZATION.

This contract or padrone system is rendered not only possible, but
is the rule in the case of Chinese labor in this country, especially
among those newly arrived. It can safely be said that not one out
of ten coolies entering the United States comes here a free man.
They are virtually slaves. As slaves theyare shipped to America,
and as slaves they labor here for a longer or shorter term. And
this slavery is but the extension to this country of the system
which is universal in China. There the practice of buying and
selling men and women is nearly as common as the buying and
selling of cattle among us. There are found slaves—men and
women bought for cash—in domestic service, in stores, in manu-
facturing establishments, and in the fields. It is a system thatis
recognized by Chinese law, and has been in vogue for thousands
of years. It isa feature of the Chinese civilization which is more
firmly rooted than the principle of individual liberty is with us.
The subject was given special study nearly a quarter of a century
ago by Hon. David H. Bailey, United States consul-general at
Shanghai, who, in a report to the State Department, described
the system under which men and women were bound to service
in almost every capacity. Under date of December 2, 1879, he
says:

‘What I have since—

His last letter—
seen and learned only tends to make my convictions stronger that this isreal
slavery, and that it prevails in eva&part of the Empire and among Chiness
wherever they go. I repeat that Chinese slayvery is an on wth of the fam-
ily organization, which, so far as we know, is as old as Chinese society itself.
I see no hope for its aholition here but in the remodeling of the whole famil
organization—a herculean task beyond the vision of the most advanced Chi-
ness statesmen of this generation.

It is significant to note that the colony of Hongkong, where it is now set-
tled by a judicial decision of its supreme court and by admissions in solemn
memorial of all the leading native residents that Chinese slavery exists and
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ever has existed as an essential feature of the Chinese political and social sys- |
tem, is the entrepit for all Chinese emigration to the United States. And
perhaps it is worth while to query whejher that emigration is not thusshown
to have in its every lineament the taint of human slavery.

THE TRAFFIC IX HUMAN BEINGS.

The principal Chinese residents of Hongkong prepared a petition
to the Government, in which they protested against the stringent
enforcement of the laws against slavery. Among the arguments
used were the following: :

- _In consequence of the propinquity of this colony of Hongkong to Canton,
the custom of which province is to ﬁrmlt the people of the various t1;‘].3«:&:55 in

theprovinee to frequently sell their danghters and barter their sons that the;
may be preserved trom death by starvation, the nsage has become engrafte
on Eiﬂ.a colonyalso. * * # The purchaseof boymmnse the buyers have

no descendants. * * * The purchase of girlsis because of the multitudi-
nous duties of a household. ¥ * * Among the Chinese there has hitherto
been the custorn of drowning their daughters. If a stop is put to the sale of
girls the custom spoken of will be yet more observed.

Regarding the custom of buying and selling human beings,
Consul-General Bailey states that there are four classes of slaves |
recognized by law: (1) Slaves of the imperial household; (2)
concubines; (3) slaves held for labor; (4) slaves held for the pur-
poses of prostitution. Of the second class, he says that it is a
NUmMerous one:

Every man who is able to buy and maintain has one or more concubines.
These are invariably the subject of bargain and sale. #* * * The buyingof
young girls of poor pa-:u;;}le and rem;in§ n:]d educating them to be sold ascon- |

cubines is an extensivé business, * A concubine is always a subject
for sala or hire. * * * There are nolimits to the supply of female thildren

for purpose.

The third class, general slaveg, is also numerous:

‘Wherever in the Empire there is poverty and wealth these children are
bought and sold, # * © Male and female slaves labor in the flelds, * * #
Others are used in the manufacture of various goods. Large numbers of all
ages may be seen in the citiesinall trades. Many are expert mechanics. Some
bound till certain debts are discharged; others for life.

The penal code of China recognizes specifically these slaves and
%?scribes the punishment for their offenses. Consul-General

iley recites these laws, which specifically discriminate between |
the free and the slave, awarding different punishments for the |
same offenses according as it is committed by a member of one or |
the other classes. |

THE SYSTEM OF SLAVERY FOLLOWS THE CHINESE TO AMERICA.

And this is the system which is imported into the United States
with cooly labor and which would supplant free labor in field and
workshop were the opportunity given. The Industrial Commis-
sion made, through a special agent, a careful study of the resnlts
of Chinese immigration in California, the only locality where the
number of Chinese is large enough to enable such immigration
to give sign of its nltimate effect were it unrestricted. The re- |
port says——

Mr. HOAR. Ishould like to ask the Semator at this point in
his interesting remarks whether that system of slavery continues
after they are here?

Mr. PERKINS. It virtually continues.

Mr. HOAR. Whose slaves are they?

Mr. PERKINS. They come here under a contract to one of
the Consolidated Six Chinese Companies. The companies ad-
vance the money for their passage here and they virtually con-
trol them while they are in this country, agreeing to care for
them under certain conditions when they are sick, and when they
die, after they have paid a certain amount of money into the
fund, their bones are sent back to China.

Mr. HOAR. Do their wages go to them or to the companies?

Mr. PERKINS. A certain percentage of their wages goes to
the companies. They pay a tribute, and it is estimated that from
25 to 50 per cent of their wages is paid into one of the Six Com-
panies,

Mr. HOAR. Who ans it?

-Mr. PERKINS. The person who is earning it.

Mr. HOAR. So it is paid by the Chinaman when he is here
and has an employer. Now, what is the security of the owner of
the slave for getting that part of his wage?

Mr. PERKINS. The securityis, first, a superstition. Another
reason is that their families in China are held as hostages for
their safe return. Amnother reason is that of the highbinder. If
they do not pay their debts; if they do not contribute the money
that they have agreed to contribute under their contract, they
are ished in a manner ranging from severe personal chastise-
ment to the taking of their lives in some cases.

WHAT A CHINESE COLONY I8 LIKE.

I was about to read from testimony before the Industrial Com-
mission, a Commission with which the Senator is familiar, as he
helped to create it. They sent a part of the Commission to San
Francisco, who took this testimony:

The Chinese colony in the city of San Francisco is a ferfact ‘beehive of

busy industry. The problem of cheap living has been solved by this pecu-
uar{*ace g:ynong thg lower and common laboring classes, such as are en-

gaged in agricultural pursuits, the cost of living has been reduced to the
minimum and the wi paid ars much less than any white laborer can live
upon. The Chinese cooly and common laborer seems from instinct to beable
to adapt ]:u.m.t' self to eqnu‘.t'gons qnt&ie{ w]i.ich no t:,mwlhlt;ob?r huc?nblg;f-t‘e{n
many instances, especially in agricultural pursuits, cooly r has absolutely
d hyiced white labor in the Pacific coast States. )

undreds of factories and workshops in the city of Ban Franecisco are in
full operation, emplozing thousands of Chinese operatives, who are manu-
facturing boots and shoes, brooms, men’s clut.hing‘ shirts, shirt waists, ladies’
skirts, and, indeed, garments of all kinds, that find their way not only into
Western, but Eastern markets as well, displacing in many instances the
products of our Eastern workshops and factories. So that, as stated, this
question is not one which interests the Pacific States alone, but which is of
vital concern to the laboring interests of the entire nation.

An attempt was made by the special agent of the Commission
to secure a census of Chinese manufactures in San Francisco, but
it was soon found that complete statistics could not be obtained.

One of the chief characteristics of the Chinese race—

Says the agent—
is secretiveness in all affairs pertaining to their business. All inquiries at
their stores, manufactories, and places of business were met with the ever-
ready response, ** Me no sabee,”

SOME OF THE TRADES INVADED BY THE CHINESE,

Yet a vigorous effort was made and some data, though very in-
complete, were obtained. In Chinatown alone, which embraces
only eight or ten city blocks, there were found by actual count,
in such places as access conld be secured, 2,579 Chinese engaged
in ;1% callings, in which they competed directly with white labor,
as follows:

| Average | Average
| Number of|
Industry. | workmen. hoté;sge 3‘:2,{8_
et L maea e
b s E B 7
Man‘slclathing ﬁ H EG g }%
veralls. .. ... d o )
Ladies’ underclothing. i 168 11 to 12 100
| Manufacture of CIgaIrs. ..o e ceveecucenaraneas 1,200 0told |..........

Yet this is only a very imperfect record of even these indus-
tries in Chinatown alone, and does not include the number of
workers within the ten blocks in the business of shoemaking,

|-tailoring, jewelry manufacturing, and scores of other callings

competing directly with white labor. No effort was made to give
data of Chinese industries outside of Chinatown. Regarﬁng
cigar making, the report says:

The scale of prices varies, of course, with the di!feren;gmdea of cigars,
and averages from 5 per cent to 33 per cent less than the union prices on the
different grades of cigars. White labor in the cigar manufacturing industry
has been driven from the fleld, and S8an Francisco, instead of sntmrtin
from 2,000 to 3,000 white cigar makers, as formerly, 'has to-day less n aﬁ
nnion cigar makers, who have remained to struggle against this loss
competition. What has been true of the cigar industry has been and will be
true of every industry in which American labor is met with Asiatic compe-
tition. It isin every instance a bloodless struggle, in which the white man
must surrender and go down in humiliating defeat.

. THE KEARNEY RIOTE A WARNING.

Yet, were immigration of these yellow competitors of white
labor permitted, the Kearney riots in 1877-78 gave warning that
the strnggle would not be bloodless.

The figures given above relate to a very small part of the city
of San Francisco. They would be surprisingly large were an
accurate census of the whole city ible. It would then be
seen what inroads have been made in the field of white labor.
But an accurate enumeration is impossible for it is prevented by
the natural secretiveness of the Chinese, rendered more effective
by reason of the knowledge that it is for their interest to prevent
the extent of their competition from becoming known. En min-
ing, however, there is less chance for concealment, and it is
found that in California alone there are 8,000 Chinese miners to
16,000 whites. 4

And these Chinese come among us not as free men bringing
their families, desirous of taking up their residence here and he-
coming good Americans, as do our immigrants from Europe, but
they come in consequence of a bill of sale of their hodies for a
term of years, to work for any wage that can be obtained, to live
on the poorest and the least food, in the hope that some day they
ml(l}}i)e able to purchase their freedom and return to their home
m na.

Mr. SCOTT. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a gunestion?

Mr, PERKINS. Certainly,

Mr. SCOTT. Can the Senator give me an idea of the propor-
tion of Chinese who are brought before the police courts and
other courts for the commission of crime as compared with the
number of population in the city of San Francisco?

Mr. PER S. I have the data, which I will come to later.

Mr. SCOTT. Oh, excuse me.

Mr. PERKINS. I took it from the State prison statistics, not
from those of the halls of justice and the jails. With the Sena-
tor's permission, I will wait until I reach that point.

AMr. SCOTT. Certainly.
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CRIMINAL COURTS FILLED WITH CHINESE OFFENDERS..

Mr. PERKINS. I have obtained the percentage of the higher
crimes. I may say, however, in passing, that our police courts
are filled with Chinese offenders. Perhaps the policemen may be
more vigilant in arresting Chinese than others, yet the criminal
class of Chinese is very large. I have obtained the data from our
prisons. I wrote to the wardens of our different prisons and also
to the superintendents of our asylums for the insane and other
State institutions. I will give the Senator the percentage later.

Mr, SCOTT. I am much obliged to the Senator. I merely
wanted to know what the pro rata was as compared with the en-
tire population.

Mr., guERKINS. It does not interrupt me in the least to have
any Senator ask me a question. I have been among the Chinese
there. 1 memhandme%’ for a great many years. I know their
virtues if they have any. Their many vicious habits and their
many faults are matters of public notoriety.

Mr. President, I wish to say here, and I want to reiterate it
again and again, we want in this country men and women who
beliave in republican institutions, who believe in public schools,
and raise their children up to be, if not statesmen, good citizens,
Ever» man is a sovereign in this land, and we want no class of
peopla, I care not from what country they may come, who do not

te with our people. We want only those to come here
who come because they believe in our institutions and worship at
the shrins of freedom. When a foreigner comes with that spirit
I am ready to welcomehim. The Chinese have no sympathy with
and no affection for our people or our institutions. For that
reason I am opposed to their coming into this country. They
come like locusts to sweep its substance from our land to carry it
back to their own native heath.

CHINA HOLDS THE EMIGRANT'S FAMILY AS HOSTAGES.

Not one of them has a desire or intention to remain here. One
reason why his great wish is to return will be found in this ex-
tract from the report of Consul-General Bailey, above referred to:

‘Wken & Chinese subject goes out to any other country, all the other mem-
bers of his family remaining in China are so mnnij];ostages that he will re-
turn end that he will maintain his allegiance to his country. The horrible
punishment which may lawfully be inflicted on these hostages is sufficient to
acconnt for the rarity of instances of naturalization which have occurred in
the history of emigration to the United States.

But Chinese coolies come to us in spite of exclusion acts, sent
over from China in answer to the demand of the Chinese in Amer-
ica who have found a rich field for profit in buying and selling
human labor. There is one organization of Chinamen in San
Francisco known as the * Bahn Gar,’” which means *‘a China-
man or Chinese who are in the business of importing Chinese
coolies or slaves.”” Regarding the labor thus imported the spe-
cial agent of the Industrial Commission says:

The hundreds of cooly laborers whom they succeed in bringing into the
conntrg are hired out in *“ gangs,” under the direction of a ** boss,” who col-
lects their vgages., the principal part of which is paid over to some company
of the highbinders. The condition of this class of laborers is little better than
that of slaves. They have little or no personal freedom; they are compelled
to work on year after year and receive but a small portion of the fruits of
their toil. If any one of them revolts against his masters or seeks to assert
his personal liberty he is promptly assassinated.

Or he is otherwise harshly dealt with. It may be thought by
the pro-Chinese advocates that the agent has drawn on his im-
agination in regard to this punishment, but he is strictly within
the truth. Not only is the cooly slave assassinated, but the inde-
pendent and wealthy merchant who may protest against any of
the doings of the slave-dealing organizations is exposed to death,
and more than one has Deen killed for purposes of punishment
and intimidation of others, as the criminal records of San Fran-
cisco abundantly prove.

THE TRADE IN CHINESE WOMEN.

But this slavery of mere laborers is not the worst kind that is
imported with the Chinese immigrant. The trade in women for
the vilest of purposes is aswell established in this country asitis
in China, where it is so thoroughly rooted that it may be called
one of the national institutions. Consul-General Bailey, in the
report above referred to, states that the fourth class of Chinese
slayes are prostitutes. This class is very large, and is, he says, to
be found in every city and village of China. Every member of
the class is a slave—is bought and sold for so much money. In
his report he says:

The law, or custom older than any existing law, permits such traffic.
* # % Ipthe crowded streets of citiesand in the more thinly settled coun-
try regions fine-looking femala children are kidnaped and carried to distant
places, and sold to be raised for these vile purposes.

Women are bought or kidnaped in Chinese towns and villages
and sent to San Francisco, there to be sold at prices ranging from
$1,500 to $3,000. The rescue homes established by missionary
societies are filled with girls who have escaped from the dens to
which they were consigned by thei)i&mrchasers, running the risk
of death at the hands of the slave-dealing organizations rather

than longer endure the life they were compelled to lead. Notall
are fortunate enongh to avoid the highbinder pistol or knife, as
the many murders of the rescued evidence, From the inmates of
these mission homes are obtained details of the sale of girls in
China by their parents. Some of these accounts will be found in
the report of the Industrial Commission.

THE SYSTEM OF DOMESTIC SLAVERY.

This slave class is to a great extent recruited from the class of
domestic slaves which, as before pointed out, is one of the insti-
tutions of China. On this point Consul-General Bailey forwarded
to the State Department a copy of a declaration by the chief jus-
tice of the court at Hongkong, in passing sentence on Chinese
guilty of trafficking in children, in which the court says:

It is, I believe, an admitted duty that when the you gh-l (in domestic
gervice) grows upand becomes marr::ﬁeable she is mmgi ut then it is the
custom that the husband buys her, her master receives the price always
paid for a wife while he has received the girl’s services for simple mainte-
nance, so that according to the marriageable excess in the price of the bride
over the price he paid for the Ei.rl heis a gainer, and the purchase of the child
produces a good return. But the picture has another aspect; what—if the
master is brutal and the mistress jealous—becomes of the poor girl? Certain
recent cases show that she is sold to become a grostituto here or at Singapore
or in California, a fate often worse than death to the girl, at & highly remu-
nerative price to the brute, the master,

THE TRUE FAMILY LIFE IMPOSSIBLE,

Nothing is- more distinctive of the Chinese than the way in
which they treat their women, of which illustration has been
given. = Actual or virtual slavery is their lot. The wife only has
a semblance of freedom, and she is surrounded by actual slaves—
girls bought for so much cash—serving as concubines for her
husband or as domestics about the house, But these wives, ex-
cept in a few isolated instances, do not accompany their husbands
abroad. They are left at home as hostages, and it is to see them
and to conform to the requirements of their religious helief and
superstition as to duty to ancestors that the Chinaman makes his
periodical visits home. Such women as are generally found in
domestic establishments among our inese population may
safely be classed among those slaves known to the Chinese law as
concubines. The true family life of the Chinaman is not found
here; but if it were the conditions would not be changed—they
would simply be intensified.

THE DANGER FROM LEPROSY.

These are not all of the objections which might be offered to
immigration from China. There also comes with if the danger
of physical contamination. Dr. Albert 5. Ashmead, of New
York, late foreign medical director of the Tokyo hospital, Japan,
gives some interesting facts regarding leprosy among the Chinese, .
whick have an important bearing upon the question of Chinese
exclusion. He quotes Dr. Canttie as saying:

Leprosy in the East centers in southeastern China. The coo'lfv emigrants
come chiefly from Kwangtung and Fokien. Three-fourths of cooly emi-

ntsare from these provinces, and the spread of leprosy in the Malay
eninsula, in the Dutch, Spanish, and Portuguese East Indies and in Oceania
has been in all cases coincident and concurrent with the immigration and
residence of coolies from those provinces. In no instance over this vastarea
has any native acquired leprosy except where Chinese coolies have settled.
One leprous Chinaman inoculated waii., Chinese immigrants brought
leprosy to Japan. X

According to the Jiji Shimpo (Daily News) of Tokyo, the most
influential newspaper in the Empire of Japan, the number of
known lepers in that country is 23,647, In the opinion of Dr.
Ashmead, the actual number is in excess of 100.000. Not one
province of the Empire is freq from the disease. Such is the re-
sult in Japan of the contagion brought from China, yet, as has
been pointed ouf, nearly all our Chinese immigrants come from
two leprosy-infected provinces. To what extent the disease exists
in the two provinces from which come the Chinese immigrants
to this country iz apparent from the following from a letter of
Dr. Ashmead:

In the province of Fukien it (leprosy) is a veritable epidemic. Ewantung
Provinee (Canton) is called the cradle of leprosy. In one leper asylum there
are 800 lepers, and in the other over 1,000. Ina leper village just outside of
Canton there are 650 lepers. Beveral hundred lepers live on the boats near
Canton. In Swatow, near the mouth of the Han River, which serves as the
place of embarkation for the enormous cooly trade to America, leprosy pre-
vails extensively. Here there are \‘illalgcs called leper settlements, but there
is no segreintion, and the lepers are allowed to move about freel{'r. L

In Hongkong, too, leprosy is prevalent. In two and one-half years 125
lepers presented themselvesat the Alice Memorial Hospital. Inseven years,
from 1850 to 1836, there developed on the island of Hongkong, unknown tothe
British Government even, from 600 to 700 lepers.

That leprosy exists among the Chinese in California is well
known, for cases have often been found. But how widely spread
it is can not be ascertained, for the Chinaman afflicted conceals
his disease from others as long as possible. and when discovered
it is concealed from the American officials by the victim’s friends.
There is thus a constant menace to the health of the community
in which is gathered a large number of Chinamen. The sources
from which the disease may be imported are many and fertile
enough to excite alarm even with the most rigorous of exclusion
laws.

> ahis
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THE DAXGER FROM CHINESE GUILDS.

Still another danger would be brought among us were the pro-
Chinese advocates to have their way. Chinese ﬁ];ulation which
had become intrenched, as it would after a time become, in Amer-
ican productive industry would introduce a trades-union system
compared with which the Americansystem ischild’splay. China
is a nation in which the guild principle is a necessary cﬁt of the
industrial system. It exists among the mercantile as well
as among the members of the handicrafts. John Fowler, United
States consul at Ningpo, China, has this to say about working-
men’s guilds, in a report to the State Department:

They are very similar in funetions and institutions to the trade unions of
England. * * # In such guilds there is always a sum held in reserve to
support members on a strike, for strikes are an institution not wholly be-
longing to the European or American continents.

In addition to the mercantile and handicraft guilds, there are
the guilds which are formed by the people from the same town or
province when living in other than the place of their birth. Such
guilds follow the Chinaman everywhere, and when a considerable
number of Chinese from the same district are gathered er
there is founded a guild which binds them in a homogeneous
whole for self-protection and aggressive action against those by
whom they are surrounded, if such action can in any way pro-
mote their own interests. Consul Fowler says that in deaEn' g
with such gnilds in China “consuls and diplomats have a very
grave matter on their hands.” So would the United States Gov-
ernment also have a grave matter on its hands were there per-
mitted among us a large Chinese population, which would surely
come were the bars of restriction lowered.

WHY THE CHINEEE MENACE OUR INSTITUTIONS.

What has been said will give some idea of the character of the
immigrants that we desire to exclude from our shores, Itiseasy
to infer, from the facts given, something of the nature of the com-
munities that wounld be formed were our pro-Chinese friends’ de-
gire complied with, The 25,000 Chinese in San Francisco offer an
opportunity for learning how well fitted they are to enter upon
tﬁe conrse of life that Americans have laid ont for themselves.

Bringing with them slavery, concubinage, prostitution, the opium
vice, the disease of leprosy, the offensive and defepsive organiza-
tion of clans and guilds, the lowest standard of living known, and
a detestation of the people among whom they live and with whom
they will not even leave their bones when dead, they form a com-
munity within a community, and there live the Chinese life.

They have their terrorists’ societies, their laws and customs, en-
forced with the barbarity which characterizes such enforcement
in China, and they yield only outward obedience to the law of
the land. They make use of our courts, by means of false wit-
nesses, to reach with pumishment some offender against them-
selves, and by the same means prevent justice from being done in
cases in which they are a party. They are rigidly organized to
evade all laws bearing hard npon them, and the organization is
so perfect that evasion is not difficult. They herd together by
thousands in small space, caring nothing for shelter beyond the
four walls and roof, and creating a district of dirt and filth where
once were cleanliness and beauty, Within the dark and smoky

- rookeries where they dwell they open dens for the demoraliza-
tion of the white youths who surround them. They neither build
nor repair, beautify nor cleanse, and their quarter reverts to the
conditions found in the densely crowded cities of China. Insuch
a sink, is it to be wondered at that nothing American can find a
place; that no idea born of our civilization can find a Jodgment;
that the most prominent result is crime? Although the Chinese
are only 3 per cent of the population of the State, they furnish 4

rt cent of the criminals under sentence in the prisons of the
tate.
CRIME AMONG THE CHINESE.

These figures were furnished me by the wardens of our respec-
tive prisons, taken from the records of the prisons, and they can
not truthfully be gainsaid. Although the Chinese form only 4
Rer cent of the inmates of the prisons, those charged with mur-

er form 15 per cent of those under sentence on this charge.

‘Whereas in the prisons there are 781 white prisoners under sen-
tence for crimes, less than burglary, there are only 8 Chinese; all
the rest, 84 in number, being under sentence for crimes rang-
ing from murder to attempted burglary. The Chi criminal,
therefore, is seen to be one who commits the greatest of the
crimes punishable by law, murder standing at the head of the
list, which shows what little regard they have for human life.
Attacks on life number 46 out of a total of 87 convictions.
Fifty-three per cent of the Chinese in our State prisomns are con-
victed either of murder or of attempts to kill. Robbery and
burglary furnish the remainder of the crimes for which Chinese
are convicted. From this showing it is easy to judge of the state
of society in a Chinese community in this country. Life is held
cheap, and is taken without compunction and for the slightest

cause If is as valueless among the Chinese in America as it is
in China.
CHINESE SHOULD BE EXCLUDED FROM THE PHILIPPINES.

Mr. HOAR. May I ask the honorable Senator a question?

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CLAPP in the chair). ,Does
thetsS?enator from California yield to the Senator from Massachu-
set

Mr. PERKINS. Certainly.

Mr. HOAR. I desire to ask the Senator from California
whether he is willing to impose the evils which he has so graphic-
ally described on the Philippine Islands?

Mr. PERKINS. Most certainly not; and for that reason I
shall be glad to join with my honorable and learned friend the
distingnished statesman from Massachusetts in urging the Phili
pine Commission to pass the most stringent laws keeping out this
class of Chinese highbinders from the Philippine Islands.

Mr. LODGE. the Sepator will allow me, this bill absolutely
excludes the coming of Chinese from the Philippine Islands.
adl\![_r. 3130AR- I was asking the Senator from California what he

vised.

Mr. PERKINS. Iam full of good advice, Mr. President, and
certainly we need no such characters as the highbinders. I have
not much respect for the Malays as a class—I have been shipmate
with them in my younger days—but still I think they are an im-
provement on the Chinese,

INBANITY AMONG CHINESE CAUEED BY OPIUM.

The report of the general superintendent of State hospitals in
California shows that there are nearly 200 insane Chinamen in the
State institutions, and here is to be found one of the results of the
Chinaman’s predominant vice—opium smoking. I am told the
Chinese acquired that habit from the British or Anglo-Saxons,
who taught them how to smoke and use opium. As the Good
Book tells us that the iniquity of the fathers shall be visited npon
the children unto the third and fourth generation, I do not know
but the British are receiving some punishment for it now in
South Africa.

The superintendent says that the use of opinm cuts a consider-
able figure in these cases. The proportion of Chinese insane is 43
per 10,000 Chinese inhabitants, while white insane Patients are at
the rate of only 387 per 10,000 of white population. Thatis alarge
percentage for the whites; but it will not appear so large when
you bear in mind the cosmopolitan character of the people in the
city of San Francisco, where 70 different dialects are spoken. and
that every country and nation in the world is regresenbed in Cali-
fornia—many who have been disappointed elsewhere coming there
in pursuit of wealth, and becoming broken down in health have
become insane—with that large percentage of insane white peo-

le, yet the Chinese outnumber them by some 10 or 15 per cent.
e increased proportion of insane among Chinese is due to the
use of opium. The Chinese criminalsand insane Chinese are sup-
ported by the taxpayers of California, as in not a single instance
has it been possible to collect from their relatives or friends any-
thing for their maintenance in the State institutions.
OUR CIVILIZATION AT STAKE.

Such is the character of the communities that are formed in
this country by immi ts from China. They are subversive
of every idea on which our own civilization is based, and are a
menace of which notice must be taken in time and effectual
safeguards erected and constantly maintained.

The little Republic of Nicaragua was wise in time, for it early
gaw the danger impending and took measures to avert it.
October, 1897, the Nicaraguan Government issued a decree which
absolutely prohibits Chinese going into Nicaragua. The reasons
for this action are set forth by United States Consul Thomas
O'Hara, who wrote to the State Department in 1899 on this sab-
ject. There were no Chinese on that coast previous to 1836, but
those who arrived in the next ten years made it clearly apparent
that they would, if their numbers increased, be a serious injury
to the country,

It is true—

Wrote Consul O'Hara—

that the working of the mines by the Chinese does notadd materially to the
wealth and ty of the country. They construct neither

highways, nor rallways. They are satisfied with bare roofs. They are -
ing to work years for a few pounds of gold, and they have no use for modern
machinery or improvements. Their wants are simple and do not increase
when their ea increase. They patronize ess stores exclusively,
and the gold: found by Chinese miners, whether exchanged for supplies or
retained by themselves, eventually goes to China.

HOW OUR CANADIAN NEIGHEORS DEAL WITH CHINESE,

Canada and British Columbia, our neighbors bordering on the
north, several years ago enacted much more stringent laws re-
lating to the immigration of Chinese than our present restriction
law. No vessel is permitted to bring into that country more
than 1 Chinese for every 100 tons register of the vessel; and, in

.
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addition, the vessel must pay the Government $100 head #ax for
every Chinese that is permitted to land. Itis now proposed to
raise this tax to $500, as appears from the following telegram
from Ottawa:

Mongols menace industrial peace, mimﬂ:e
Canadian officials re in favor of Chinese exclusion by raising the per
capifa tax to $500.— wa, Ontario, February 27.

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. It has not been done, so far as the
Senator knows, has it?

Mr. PERKINS. Well, I will give you the benefit of what a
statesman says ought to be done. If t{)r any reason one of the
houses of the Canadian parliament has not passed such an act,
then they have an opportunity of redeeming themselves. The
telegram continues:

immigration commissioners—

The Chinese rej presented to parliament to-day covers over 800 pa;
of typewriting, The conclusion which the co; issioners arrive at is that
Chinese re: white immigrants, who would make citizens and settlers,

It is said that the presence of Chinese is dangerous %(?ot-‘lim industrial peace of
the community where they reside. They carry away to their own country
all their earnings, and spend little or nothing in Canada. In the opinion of
the commissioners it is impossible for the province of British Columbia to
take its place and part in the Dominion unless its Popu_lntion is free fromany
taint of servile labor and is imbued with a sense of duties and responsibilities
appertaining to citizenship.

I know that is the sentiment of my friend from Connecticut.

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, I simply asked the
Senator a question for the purpose of information. I wanted to
know whether or not such an act as that had been passed by the
Dominion parliament. Iam very anxious to know.

" Mr. PERKINS. I am unable to answer that question. Iun-
derstood the Senator to say that such an act had not been passed.
I beg the Senator's pardon.

The telegram further says: \

The commissioners approve of the views of the legislature of British Co-
Iumbia as to the grave injury that would follow an influx of Chinese la-

borers.

Then follows the findings of the commission. Messrs. Clute and Foley fa-
vored an immediate raising of the per capita tax to 8500, and Mr. Munn
%nghta trial for two years at 00 at first would be best, then raising it to

I will say to the Senator from Connecticut that I know the
gresent law providing for a head tax of $100 on every Chinaman

rought into Canada is in force. Whether or not this measure is
in force or not, I am unable to say.

XO BENEFIT TO THE COUNTRY FROM CHINESE CAPITAL.

That none of the earnings of the Chinese in this country are
invested here is well known. All the savings of these shrewd
money-makers go eventually to China. No benefit acerues to our
own country from the capital amassed by our Chinese residents.
That the business to which they give rise is great is made mani-
fest by the records of the port of San Francisco alone. In a
communication to the Industrial Commission’s special agent, the
late Hon. John P. Jackson, collector of customs of San Fran-
cisco, stated that of $603,644 collected in customs duties at that
port in October, 1899, Chinese paid $175,836, considerably more
than one-fourth of the whole. In November, out of $508,560
collected, Chinese paid $156,787,

These two months—

He said—
are not at all peculiar, but are noted as the latest evidences of the business.
I have before me a long list of Chinese merchants who pay annually cus-
toms duties running from $10,000 to aaoo,tt;w each, four of them paying over

100,000 annually, and two firms contributing yearly between $150,000 and
000 to the Government coffers.

Mr. QUARLES. Where was that?

Mr. PERKINS. It was in San Francisco, and relates to the
duties which are paid by Chinese in that city. Yet you will seek
in vain in San Francisco for material evidences in the shape of
buildings or improvements of any kind which would be conspic-
uous were such a large import business carried on by men of our
own civilization. San Francisco, the State of California, and no
State in the Union gain anything from this very large Chinese
trade. Its profits and the other great profits that it represents
find their way to China, and by so much is our city the loser.

CHINESE MERCHANTS AND THE EXCLUSION LAW.

This brings prominently forward the bearing of the proposed
law on the class of Chinese merchants.  Objection is made that
the definition of merchant, set forth in the bill, is too stringent.
But upon consideration I do not think it will be found to be so.
1t is perfectly clear that the great business transacted by the
Chinese firms in San Francisco precludes the possibility of a con-
siderable portion of the Chinese population being engaged in
trade. In other words, a very small proportion of our Chinese
can be merchants, for their busiress necessitates customers, who
must be earners of wages, and as they do business with Chinese
exclusively these wage-earners must be Chinese. It is therefore
evident that the bulk of our Chinese population—probably 90
per cent—are wage-earners engaged in industrial pursuits,

‘When, thérefore, we find more than 10 or 15 per cent of those

applying for admission to the United States claiming that they
are merchants we may know that something is radically wrong.
And that something is radically wrong is evidenced by the re-
turns of the Chinese bureau at San Francisco giving the number
of Chinese applying for admission to the United States. These
returns show t-hsgtni-om July 1, 1897, to July 1, 1898, of 3,806 ap-
plying for admission, 1,193 claimed to be merchants or other ex-
empts, or nearly one-third of the whole number, which includes
children and women. This will be found to be about the propor-
tion from year to year. Now, it will be recognized as true that
it does not require 1,200 merchants to supply 2,600 laborers. The
proportion of 26 merchants to 8,800 laborers would be nearer the
true proportion, and the inference is clear that, with very few ex-
ceptions, the Chinese applying for admission are not and will not
become merchants, but will join that great army of wage-earners
on whom the merchants live. The merchants themselves are in-
terested in keeping the ranks of this army full, and there is
ground for belief that they assist coolies in entering the United
States as business men for the sake of maintaining the demand
for the wares in which they deal.

HOW THE EXCLUBION LAW IS EVADED.

On this point Mr. J. D, Putnam, Chinese inspector at Los An-
geles, in a communication to the Industrial Commission, says:

They usually come as one of two classes. Of the first class, I believe the
Ereater number claim to be native-born Americans. Second, thoss present-

ng themselves with merchants’ papers (which papers they seem to have no
culty in procuring white men to certify toas ngnese well known to them
as merchants), There is not one white man in ten who has made the execlu-
sion act a special study or who knows what constitutes a Chinese merchant.
‘When they wish to procure a signer, merchants will introduce to such per-
son a Chinese whom _theg state Is a partner and a member of their mmﬁny
and who claim is the party for whom such signer is to certify.
the signer of a certificate sees his name upon said certificate, upon its being
returned for investigation, the result universally is that he is ready to make
a statement tothe i tor to the effect that the photograph represents some
party well known to him. Should he stats the contrary a Chinese lawyer
will prepare an affidavit and present it to him, which he usually signs. en
the attorney presents the sworn evidence as rebuttal to thei Or's re-
gg)jt. The mspector not being authorized to administer an oath (which I
lieve is an error), he is without power.

There is not one out of ten Chinese styling themselves as merchants, and
so registered, who are genuine merchants except in name, as many a store or
firm claims to have from $10.000 to §15,000 capital, and as having a list filed
in the eustom-honse of from 5 to 15 partners, whose stock could be removed
at one time in a single express wagon, and usually one or two men found
about the store, the balance cooking or ls&ﬂlening or running gambling rooms
until just before tha&msh_ to visit China.

eir

and still the%ahn.vo no trouble in
procuring signers to pa; as beinlﬁ bona fide merchants. An example
should be made of signers ol such certificates by bringing them before
grand jury.

DEFINITION OF MERCHANT CAN NOT BE TOO STRICT.

I think it plain, therefore, that the law should leave no possible
loophole through which coolies can enter the United States as
merchants, The definition of a merchant can not be too strict or
too rigorously applied. Doubtless many will remember the scan-
dal that was occasioned in San Francisco several yearsago throngh
the laxity in this respect. It was noticed that there was a very
large immigration of Chinese, and investigation showed that the
were landed as merchants. As time passed, it was also notice
that the number of merchants coming by each steamer constantly
increased. If began to look as though there would soon be as
Jarge an immigration of Chinamen as before the passage of the
exclusion law. An investigation was made. The landing papers
were found to be apparently correct. They were made out ac-
cording to requirements and vouched for the mercantile charac-
ter of the bearers. But a visit to the dock where the next
steamer from China came in gave evidence of widespread frand.
The so-called merchants were seen, even by the least experienced,
to be only coolies. They came herded between decks like cattle,
bearing with them their baggage in the well-known basket, with
bamboo pole, used by street peddlers and carriers. They came
dirty and ill clothed, with faces of the type seen only among the
coolies, and were of that class of intelligence found only among
them. Yet they were landad as merchants, students, or travel-
ers, and no genuine Chinese merchant protested.

An investigation followed, and corruption of the worst kind was
unearthed. By collusion between officials in California and agents
in China the needed certificates were procured and issued b%thou-
sands to cooly laborers, who found easy access to the United
States. Money for bribes and to carry out the plans of the con-
spiracy was found in abundance, and a rich harvest was reaped
for a very long time. But the exposure came and the guilty ones
were punished, and since then there has not been put in operation
such a bold and barefaced attempt to evade the law. But that it
js evaded in a similar way, but without collusion on the part of
Government officials, is as certain now as it was then, and it is
this evasion that the definition of ‘* merchant '’ in the present bill
is designed to prevent.

THE TRUE MERCHANT NOT INCONVENTENCED.

No one is more willing than I to discriminate between the true
Chinese scholar and merchant and the cooly laborer. Beftween
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them is a vast gulf, broad and deep, which the cooly can never
s. But the educated and cultivated Chinamen in America are
‘ew in number. When he appears at the gang plank of a China
steamer he can be readily recognized. He is a man keen and in-
telligent, with more or less knowledge of affairs, and, when he
can escape somewhat from his habitual distrust of Americans,
pleasant to meet. The definition of *‘ merchant*’ in this bill can
not affect him. He can easily fulfill all the requirements of the
law. So, too, can the student or traveler. It isnotagainst these
classes that the definitions complained of are aimed, but against
the cooly who masquerades under those designations and fraudu-
lently enters this country to take his place among the Asiatic
competitors of the American workman.

The field for competition which the Chinese find in this country
is vast—so vast and so profitable that without restrictions it
would be filled to overflowing with Asiatic labor. The profits are
so large as not only to tempt voluntary emigration, but has given
rise to an immense business in importing cooly or slave labor,
through which individuals and organizations make fortunes easily
and quickly. The Chinese in America possess numerous well-
organized associations, some of the mercantile and some of the
criminal classes, which are interested in the importation of cooly
labor, and it is the plans laid and executed by them that make the
enforcement of an exclusion law a matter of the greatest diffi-
culty. The interests of the organizations, of the merchants, and
of all the influential classes lie in the entrance of large numbers
of the servile class, for they bargain for their employment, collect
}he watﬁea . pay the lahorerwhat they choose, and keep the balance

or profit

EVEN THE BONES OF DEAD CHINAMEN BENT HOME.

The organizations, like the well-known Six Chinese Companies,
have general oversight of the coolies, much after the manner of
the owner of slaves, being interested in their health and physical
well-being that their utility as wage-earners may not be lessened.
And when the cooly dies in this country they see to it, as a
of the agreement entered into, that his bones are sent bac
China to be placed beside those of his ancestors. Scarcely a
steamer leaves a Pacific port for China that does nmot have on
board hundreds of boxes containing the carefully-cleaned bones
of deceased Chinamen. Through the laws and regulations of the
Six Chinese Companies, and the ferrorism of the highbinder so-
cieties, the Chinese in America are under a strict government,
but one based on Asiatic and not American ideas. And the
coolies, subject fo a slavery which is real and not imaginary, are
brought over here to compete with American labor, bringing
with them standards of life and morals which can only tend to
drag the American workman from the high level he has attained.

CONTRAST BETWEEN TWO CIVILIZATIONS,

Personal freedom, the home, education, Christianideals, respect
for law and order are found on one side, and on the other the
traffic in human flesh, domestic life which renders a home impos-
sible, a desire for only that knowledge which may be at once
coined into dollars, a contempt for our religion as new, novel, and
without substantial basis, and no idea of the meaning of law
other than a regulation to be evaded by cunning or by bribery.
The attack of the cooly laborer is not alone on wages, but on the
very foundation of the American workman’s prosperity and well-
being. The contest is between two social systems ntterly oPposed
to each other. Customs and ideas that are the growth of three
or four thousand years, which have made the Chinese a people of
the strongest vitality, of fewest wants, and least aspiration for
improvement, will inevitably conquer, as they have always con-
quered, in a strife with a civilization of a high plane. A scale of
wages like that given by Consul-General Jernigan at Shanghai—
blacksmith, 13 cents a day; brass worker, 16 cents; barber, 3
cents; bootmaker, 10 cents; bricklayer, 10 cents: cabinetmaker,
11 cents; tailor, 10 cents; cotton-mill machinist, 11 to 22 cents,
and cotton-factory hands, 18 cents—shows the margin which the
cooly laborer has in & competition with American labor,

CHISA COULD OVERWHELM US.

‘With such a margin and such a heredity as he has, there can
be no doubt as to his ability to overwhelm the laborer of any
nation having modern civilization., Unrestricted immigration
would open this country to 400,000,000 or 450,000,000 people of
the character described. With more extended knowledge of the
opportunities offered here, is it to be imagined that thounsands
would not come to our shores where single individuals now come?
Is there a belief that we could prevent them from attaining the
commanding position occupied by them in the Philippines, in
Singapore, and wherever they exist in large numbers? The
Chinaman fully realizes all of his advantages, including that of
numbers. A Chinese student during the Boxer troubles, in reply
to my assertion that if the members of the legations were mur-
dered we shounld punish China severely, said:

You can do nothing. Buppose f‘on kill 50,000,000 Chinamen: we will have
laft more than five times the whole popnlauon of the United Btatea.

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Mr. President——

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Cali-
fornia yield to the Senator from Indiana?

Mr. PERKINS. Certainly.

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Ido not wish to interrupt the Senator.

Mr. PERKINS. It is no interruption at all.

Mr. FATRBANKS. Something has been said as to the inability
to secure American seamen for the trans-Pacific service. Ishould
like to have the Senator, if he can, give us some information
upon that subject.

CHINESE IN THE MERCANTILE MARINE.

Mr. PERKINS. The best answer I think I can make to the
question is that there are a number of steamship companies run-
ning vessels out of San Francisco employing a large number of
sailors, firemen, and coal passers whxcg do not employ Chinese.
I have myself for thirty years been connected with a steamship
company employing from 1,500 to 3,000 men most of the time,
and we never have employed, to my knowledge, a Chinaman
during that period.

As to vessels running into the Trop:cs, all of the United States

rts now engaged in the service, plying between San Fran-
cisco and the Orient, the Philippine Islands and J apan, have white
coal passers, white stokers, and white firemen. Their whole crews
are Cauncasian.

The ships plying to Central America from San Francisco and to
the coast of Central America and Mexico, and German ships run-
ning down the coast of Central America to South ‘America, all
employ white firemen and white coal passers and white deck-
hands (sailors). The ships of the Oceanic Steamship Company,
one of which runs every two weeks to New Zealand and Australia,
run to Honolulu, across the equator, and go down throngh the
Tropics. They all employ white men. The steamers running from
San Francisco to Samoa, to the Fiji Islands, also employ all white
men. Itis the same way with vessels of our Navy.

WHY THERE SHOULD BE NO CHINESE ON OUR MERCHANT VESSELS.

In this connection I will state that when there was under con-
sideration the bill to promote American shipping interests I voted
for the amendment proposed by the junior Senator from Colorado
[Mr, PATTERSON] prohibiting the employment of Chinese upon
those ships. I did it for the reason that I supported the bill, be-
lieving it would build up and resuscitate and again give to us the
carrying of our own trade under the Stars and Stripes as we for-
merly hadit. I believe the correct way to do that is to encourage
and make honorable and elevate the dignity of the life of a sailor,
and it reqmres some courage to be a good sailor man. If requires
a good deal of courage to be a fireman or a coal passer, to go
down into the hold of one of these ships and there toil for four,
gix, or eight hours during the twenty-four, or longer

I have always had quite as much admiration for the stoker who
went down into the hold of the Merrimaec and went into that
famous blockade at Santiago as I did for the man who stood npon
the bridge, and it was on my motion that Congress kindly recog-
nized their bravery by giving each one of them a medal.

Mr. PENROSE. I should like to inferrogate the Senator from
California.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Cali-
fornia yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania?

Mr. PERKINS. Certainly.

Mr, PENROSE. I should like to ask the Senator from Cali-
fornia whether it is true or not that there is a sufficient snpply of
white sailors upon the Pacific slope and whether white sailors can
stand the Chinese climate in pursuit of their occupation?

Mr. PERKINS. Thesame question has been asked by the senior
Senator from Indiana, and I have been answering it in part.

PLEXTY OF WHITE MEX TO MAX OUR SHIPS.

thMtr'- PENROSE. Ibeg pardon. I was not in the Chamber at
e time.
Mr. PERKINS. I have been credibly informed by the Fire-

men’s Union of San Francisco that there are plenty of men to fill
those positions. The question is one of wages. I believe it is
worth something to be an American citizen. It is worth a great
deal. It is worth a great deal to have the right to fly the Stars
and Stripes at the peak, and our ships plying out of San Francisco
or New York to any foreign port have certain rights and privileges
which foreign ships do not have. An American ship sailing from
San Francisco may carry freight and passengers to Honolulu, to
the Philippine Islands, and then continue on her voyage to Ja.pa.n
and China. 1

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President—

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Cali-
forma rield to the Senator from New Hampshire?

'ERKINS. Certainly.

Mr GALLINGER. The Senator says it is worth something to
be an American citizen. Will the Senator Lln{llv inform the Sen-
ate what proportion of the sailors whom he says are of C:mcaarian
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blgod 011 the ships that sail from San Francisco are American
Clf1Zzens:
Mr, PERKINS, In the coasting trade it amounts to about 60
T cent.
PeMr. GALLINGER. How about the foreign trade?

Mr. PERKINS. In the foreign trade it is less than 50 per cent—
some forty-odd per cent. .

Mr. GALLINGER. So that half of these men are not Amer-
ican citizens?

. CHARACTER OF CAUCASIAN SBAILORS,

Mr, PERKINS. They are all capable of becoming American
citizens. Many of them come here who are not citizens. They
have their families in San Francisco or at Oakland, across the
bay. They have their little cottages, many of them building
them perhaps on the installment plan, and when they come bac
after a voyage to Australia or to the Orient they are greeted by
their children and their wives. There they see the schoolhouse
that they pay their taxes to build, and there they see the little
church where their wives and children worship. Those people
become good American citizens in time, If they are not Ameri-
can citizens their children surely are, and they have the pride
and honor that attach to it.

I took a deep interest when I first came to Congress in ascer-
taining the percentage of foreigners in our Navy. I found there
was some 63 per cent of foreigners in the Navy. Ihadseveralin-
terviews with the Secretary of the Navy and the Chief of the Bu-
rean of Navigation, and with their assistance we have established
several naval training stations. We now have a number of ves-
sels shipping landsmen, who go off on training voyages, There-
sult is that we have reduced the percentage of foreigners in the
Navy from 65 to 41 or 42 per cent. We have been making splen-
did progress in the last five or ten years, and I hope and expect to
live to see the American flag flying on ships as I once saw it, when
a sailor boy sailing out of your own native State, Mr. President
[Mr. FRYE in the chair], which we all honor andlove. Then the
boy in the forecastle looked forward to the time when he would
walk the deck and command the ship, and was just as sure of
reaching it as daylight follows darkness, if competent.

THE AMERICAN SAILOR SHOULD BE ENCOURAGED.
So I believe in building np the American merchant marine. I
believe the best way is to encourage the American sailor. I

would make his an honorable vocation, as it is, and when if is |
only a question of dollars and cents, I would give the preference |
all the time to the American citizen, or the one who is capable of
becoming an American citizen, sooner than I would toa Chinaman,
who would work for a pittance and take that pittance to China.
When we employ Americans their wages are left here in our own
home, and what is better than all, then you have a man who is
protected as an American citizen, and who has a pride in Amer-
ican citizenship, and if he is not an American citizen his children
will be citizens after him.

I believe I shall vote for this clause in the pending bill. While
there are not the same reasons for it perhaps that existed as to
the ship-subsidy bill, yet I would rather err on the side of right
than to go off on the side of wrong. Therefore I shall vote that
Chinese shall not be employed. Of course if ship owners prefer
Lascars and Javanese and Malays and Japs or people from the
Sonth Sea Islands and other islands instead of American citizens
or those capable of becoming American citizens, they can hire
them probably much cheaper.

XOXE LIKE THE AMERICAN EAILOR.

Mr, PATTERSON. I may suggest in this connection that in a
communication from the War Department it is declared that the
Filipinos constitute the best sailors of all the Asiatic people.

Mr. PERKINS. Ihave been shipmates with them., I would
rather have one Yankee than seventeen Malays,

Mr. SPOONER. They may have improved.

Mr. PERKINS. Probably, since they have come in nnder onur
protection. There is a chance for them to do it. The Japs make
pretty good sailors. ; ;

Mr. GALLINGER. Juston this point, if the Senator will per-
mit me, if he will examine the testimony of Governor Taft he
will observe that Governor Taft says the Chinese as laborers are
very much superior to the inhabitants of the Philippine Islands.
I know nothing about their qualities as seamen.

Mr. PERKINS. I think there is no doubt about that. All
that the Chinese laborers are good for is to work, and they do
work and work faithfully. I believe in dignifying and elevat-
ing labor in this country. My friend from New Hampshire, as
well as I, never had a house to live in, because our ancestors
did not leave it to us, until we worked to earn it. I believe in

iving everyone in this country an opportunity to work. I be-
eve in dignifying and elevating labor, whether it be by muscle
or brain. I want everyone to have that opportunity. Iam in-

tensely American, like my friend the Senator from New Hamp-

shire, :
Mr. GALLINGER. Of course no utterance of mine would
suiﬁest that I am not equally a friend of the laboring man—
. PERKIN

I know.

Mr. GALLINGER. Although we may differ as to the pro-
visions and details of this bill, as I think we do. -

Mr. PERKINS. My friend and I are in perfect accord. We
belong to that party which struck down slavery, for one reason
because it was lowering and pulling down labor. We believed
we should honor and dignify and elevate labor in this country.

A few minutes more, and I will not trespass further. I should
like to dwell upon the religious phase of this question for a few
moments.

Mr. GALLINGER. Before the Senator reaches that point, I
should like to propound one inquiry.

Mr. PERK]'.%S. Certainly. }Iﬁcan not answer it I will do as
the judges do sometimes—I will take it under advisement.

ME. GALLINGER ASKS A QUESTIOXN.

Mr. GALLINGER. That is right. It will be a wise answer
when the Senator gets around to it, if he does that, because he is
a wise man.

I have listened with great interest to the Senator’s speech. He
is a faithful representative of his own people and an able repre-
sentative of his State. He believes every word he says, and yet
some of us in the far East, concerning whom it has been sug-
gested in this debate that we are governed by impulse, benevo-
lence, and that sort of thing, are comsiderably puzzled to know
why this intense desire to make the laws relating to Chinese ex-
clusion so much more stringent than they are now, when the
Twelfth Census shows that in the Senator’s own State the Chinese
inhabitants have decreased about 40 per cent in the last ten years.
It does not seem to us, looking® at it over the distance that we
have to look to discover the Pacific slope, as thongh there is any
real imperative necessity for further exclusive laws when the
Chinese population is decreasing in the country at a rapid rate
and when it decreased in the Senator’s own State 40 per cent dur-
iughthe last ten years. Perhaps the Senator can give me some
light on that point.

Mr. PERKINS. I think perhaps I may answer it offhand
stating that many of the Chinese who land in San Francisco, as
stated in my preliminary remarks, find their way to Massachu-
setts and to some of the other New England States, and I notice
that the junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE] is now
more earnest and more zealons in his advocacy of this bill than
those of us from the Pacific coast. A few years since he said,
*It will not do. It is contrary to the spirit of our institutions.”
And so I think perhaps they are feeling the baleful influence un-

| d=r which we have been suffering for so many years.

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator does not answer my question
at all. If the Chinese have drifted from California to Massachu-
setts, and if ibly a few of them have managed to creep into
New Hampshire, the further fact still remains that the Chinese
population in the country, the entire country, including Massa-
chusetts and New Hampshire and California, has decreased—I
think somewhere in the vicinity of 28 or 30 per cent in the last
decade—according to the census reports.

Mr. PERKINS. They have left leprosy with us, and we are
trying to eradicate the evil of that.

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will permit me, when the
leprosy question comes up for discussion I shall want to say a
few words about it. We have recently had an investigation re-
garding leprosy in this country which throws a flood of light on
that proposition, and I think will not bear out all of the Senator’s
statements which have been made to-day concerning that matter.

Mr. PERKINS. I referred to the conversation with the Chi-
nese student, who, when it was suggested that we would certainly
punish our friends in China if they did harm to our legation,
shrugged his shounlders and said, ** Ugh! Yon can do nothing.
Suppose you kill 50,000,000 Chinamen. We yet have left five
times more than the population of the United States.”” They have
400,000,000 or 450,000,000 people. They are somewhere, and many
of them, we think, have been smuggled into the United States
and, like cases of leprosy, have been concealed.

HOPELESSXESS OF IMBUIXG CHINESE WITH CHRISTIAN CIVILIZATION.

The ‘* Boxer’' uprising is an evidence of the hopelessness of the
effort to Christianize the Chinese. That recent event was undoubt-
edly, as has been claimed, due in a great measure to the efforts of
missionaries toimbue the Chinese with Christian ideas, The ulti-
mate result was murder, violence, and a blow to Christian teach-
ing in China which it will take long to recover from. But what
hassuch teaching accomplished? Christianity hasnot been tanght
in China for the comparatively few years of which we have a rec-
ord. Yet(andI thmﬁ this item will surprise my honorable friend
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the historian from Massachusetts, because I have never heard
him s of it, and I have heard him make many scholarly dis-
sertations) Christianity is known to have beenintroduced in ( ghina
as far back as A. D. 781.

Mr. HOAR. Do I understand that the Senator from California
disapproves of the attempt to Christianize the Chinese?

Mr. PERKINS. It has not been a success.

Mr. HOAR. That is unquestionable. Does the Senator disap-
prove of the attempt to introduce Christianity into China or not?

Mr. PERKINS. No, Mr. President; I would carry it to them.

Mr, HOAR. Then I do not think the Senator would want to
pursue that line much farther.

Mr. PERKINS. But if the Senator will permit me, I am going
to give you the authority of a Presbyterian.

Christianity is known to have been introduced as far back as
A. D. 781, the date of a monument in Northwestern China com-
memorating the event. It was taught one thousand three hun-
dred years ago, and there is reason to believe very extensively,

t not a vestige of those teachings remains. It was tanght by

oman Catholics in the seventeenth century and since that day,
but with what results? Rev. Joseph Edkins, a missionary. and
thoroughly familiar with China and the Chinese, published in
1839 a book on the * Religious Condition of the Chinese.”” My
reading is not very extensive, but I incidentally came across this
book. He says:

The Protestant converts are still not man
remaining fruits of sixteen years' labor by a
treaty ports.

Mr. QUAY. Will the Senator permit me to interrupt him?

Mr. PERKINS. Certainly.

Mr. QUAY. Looking at the population statistics as to the
Protestant Christians in China, I find that the number is some-
thing over 100,000.

Mr. PERKINS. There must have been many of them Boxers.

Mr. QUAY. No; they were fighting the Boxers.

Mr, HOAR. I understand from the Senator that the whole at-
tempt to introduce Christianity into China from the eighth cen-
tury has been a miserable failure, and the effect of the recent at-
tempt has been the Boxer rising. Then what reason has the Sen-
ator for saying that he still approves of the attempt to introduce
Christianity into China? 7

Mr. PEREINS. Becauseall the teachings of Christianity are
right: and if Christians would live up to their teachings, if they
would only practice what they preach——

Mr. HOAR. My friend says, as I understand him, that it has
been an utter failure and has produced the Boxer insurrection.
The reason why the Senator approves the attempt to Christianize
them is, I understand, because we do not live up to our teachings.

Mr. PERKINS. The Chinese fail to live up to our teachings,
and yet they do claim to live up to some of the teachings of Con-
fucius. Confucius was in a measure a second Moses.

Mr. HOAR, I did not ask my friend abont the teachings of

Confucius.
THE FRUITS OF BIXTEEN YEARS' LABOR.

Mr. PERKINS, Dr. Joseph Edkinswas a missio and thor-
oughly familiar with China and the Chinese. I am giving you the
historical view. I am not the historian, but it is Dr. Edkins, the
author of the ** Religious Conditions of the Chinese,’” published in
1859, who says:

The Protestant converts are still not many more than 1,000. They are the
remaining fruits of sixteen years' labor by about a hundred missionaries at
the five treaty ports.

Dr. Edkins believed in missions and had hope of the future,
vet that was his estimate of the results of sixteen years’ work.
These figures would undoubtedly be cut down 99 per cent if he
could have read the hearts of his so-called converts. He acknowl-
edges that the Chinese came to the schools for the se of
picking up scientific and other knowledge that they could make
use of, but evidently had faith that theyalso imbibed Christianity.
And this in face of the fact, as he records, that Christianity com-
pels them to give up the strongest of all their strong religious
customs—the worship of ancestors. It is safe to say that the idea
on which this worship is based is as ineradicable as are the phys-
ical characteristics of the race. In the face of thaf, to suppose
that Chinese will accept Christianity and give up the most vital
of their ethical ideas is to suppose the impossible.

The Chinese have been in this country for half a century, sur-
rounded on all sides by Christian influences, attending Sabbath
schools in shoals, and most earnestly attentive to the teachings of
the good-looking young ladies having charge of the classes: but
the most ardent pro-Chinese American can not say that Chris-
tianity has made much progress.

PROFESSING {'IlIl'IBTI.A..\"ITY FOR BUSINESS REASOXNE,

Rev. Dr. Condit, who represents the Presbyterian missions,
states that. out of the total Chinese population of the United

more than 1,000. They are the
ut 100 missionaries at the five

States, estimated by those having to do with Chinese at 300,000,
there are only 1,600 Christian Chinese of all denominations, and
only 4,000 Christianized from the beginning of their immigration,
which would represent that number of conversions among two or
three millions of individuals. Remembering that of the number
iven above a very considerable proportion make pretense of
ing Christians for purely business reasons and that the sin-
cerity of the rest may be questioned on the safe assumption that
the Chinaman’s hereditary religious convictions can not be dis-
carded with the ease which sangnine Christi\ns seem to think
pom:ble, it may be well to quote the remark of Dr. Edkins, who
wrote:

It must be loggbefora Christianity can become well understood by them.
Missionary efforts must be greatl{l1ncreﬂ.sed and the agency of the press
must be well worked before they will be freed from many wild misconceptions.
* * * But we shall have to continue our efforts for many years yet without
geeing our religion vietorions unless God should interfere in unexpected
providential occurrences to answer the prayer of His servants.

This is the language of an eminent divine, who consecrated his
Iife in trying to elevate those people.

Such is the Chinaman whom unrestricted immigration wounld
place side by side with the American laborer in mnearly every
branch of industry. His cheap labor might at first benefit indi-
vidual employers or corporations, but to make it a part of our
industrial system would be detrimental to the public interests,
subversive of our civilization, and stop absolutely the wheels of
progress. It is therefore our duty—I look upon it almost asa
religions duty—to so legislate that the greatest good to the greatest
number will result, and that the institutions of our country, of
which we are so boastful and on which our safety is based, may
be preserved unchanged for those who come after us.

HOUSE BILL REFERRED.

The bill (H. R. 13031) to prohibit the coming into and to regu-
late the residence within the United States, its Territories, and
all territory under its jurisdiction, and the District of Columbia,
?iftl Chinese and persons of Chinese descent, was read twice by its

B,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be referred to the
Committee on Foreign Relations.

Mr. PENROSE, To the Committee on Immigration. The
pending bill came from that committee, and I suppose the same
reference should be made of this bill.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Penn-

lvania move the same reference? The Chair is of the opinion

t both bills should have gone to the Committee on Foreign
Relations.

Mr. PENROSE. I move that the bill be referred to the Com-
mittee on Immigration.

Mr. FORAKER and Mr. HOAR. What is the motion?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The House Chinese-exclusion
bill has been laid before the Senate and the motion is that it be
referred to the Committee on Immigration. The Chair referred
it to the Committee on Foreign Relations.

Mr. PENROSE. It would be a very extraordinary proceeding,
after the Committee on Immigration had the bill as it was intro-
duced in the Senate and spent months taking testimony aggre-
gating several hundred pages, then to have the House bill referred
to another committee.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is for the Senate to decide.

Mr. GALLINGER. It would give the subject a much wider

scope of inquiry.
Mr. TEL.CLL.ER. The bill clearly should go to the Committee on
Immigration; not to the Committee on Foreign Relations.
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question ison the motion
to refer the bill to the Committee on Immigration,
The motion was agreed to.
COMPILATION ON CHINESE EXCLUSION.

Mr. FORAKER. Ihavehercacompilationentitled *‘ The Laws,
Treaty, and Regulations relating to the Exclusion of Chinese.”” I
understand that the print of it is exhausted, and I move that it
be printed as a document, so that we may have it to-morrow -
morning.

The motion was agreed to.

CONSIDERATION OF PENSION BILLS.

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr, President, the hour is somewhat late,
There are a few pension bills on the Calendar. It would take
about fifteen minutes to clear the Calendar, and at least ten Sena-
tors have been tome in the last few days asking that I request’
unanimous consent to have those bills considered. I now make
that request.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hamp-
shire asks unanimous consent that the Senate proceed to the con-
sideration of unobjected pension cases. Is there objection? The
Chair hears none. The first pension bill on the Calendar w'1l be
proceeded with.,
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DAVID M. M'ENIGHT,
The bill (S. 8992) granting an increase of pension to David M.
McKnight was considered as in Committee of the Whole.
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with
an amendment, in line 6, after the word ““late,” to strike out
“of * and insert ‘‘ second lieutenant; " so as to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, efc., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby,
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll subélect to the provisions
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of David M. McKnight, late

e T St penai o e g of B
e vania Volunteer s & a on at the rate o
per month in lien of that he is now recegeglg ’

The amendment was agreed to. ]
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend-
ment was concurred in. s
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read
the third time, and passed,
GEORGE F. BOWERS.

The bill (S. 899) granting an increase of tglm:lsion to George F.
Bowers was considered as in Committee of the Whole.

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions, with
amendments, in line 6, after the word ** lientenant,”’ to strike ont
“of;* in line 7, after the word ‘‘Regiment,” to insert ‘‘ Pro-
visional;”’ and in line 8, before the word ‘‘ dollars,” to strike out
“thirty "’ and insert *‘ twenty-four;”’ =o as to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby,
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George F. Bowers, late first
lieutenant Company O, Seventh iment Provisional Enrolled Missouri
Militia, and pay him a pension at the rate of $§24 per month in lieu of that
he is now receiving.

The amendments were agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend-
ments were concurred in. J

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read
the third time, and passed.

JAMES W. HANKINS,

The bill (S, 2738) granting an increase of pension to James W.
Hankins was considered as in Committee of the Whole.

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions, with an
amendment, in line 8, before the word * dollars,” to strike ont
“ twenty-five "’ and insert ¢ twenty-four;” so as to make the bill
read:

Be it enacted, eic., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby,
anthorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the proyvisions
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James W. Hankins, late of
Company H, Forty-ninth ent Missouri Volunteer Infantry, and pay
him & pension at the rate of 4 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Senate asamended, and the amend-
ment was concu in.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read
the third time, and passed.

JANE CATOX,

The bill (S. 694) granting a
as in Committee of the Whole.

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and
insert:

That the Secretar{lot the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations
of the pension laws, the name of Jane Caton, widow of Mathew Caton, late
of Company F, First Regiment United States Lancers, Michigan Volunteer
Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of §3 per month.

The amendment was agreed to.

The hill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend-
ment was concurred in. : .

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read
the third time, and passed.

WILLIAM H. NORTON,

The bill (8. 4042) granting an increase of ion to William
H. Norton was considered as in Committee of the Whole.

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an
amendment, in line 8, before the word * dollars,” to strike out
* fifty ** and insert * thirty; "’ so as to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby,
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll. subject to the provisions
and limitations of the Ig:ee'mﬂcm laws. the name of William H. Norton, late of

Company K, Thirteent ment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry,and pay
him a pension at the rate of £0 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend-
ment was concurred in. ) >

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read
the third time, and passed.

LEVI HATCHETT.

The bill (S. 2075) granting an increase of ion to Levi

Hatchett was considered as in Committee of the Whole.

nsion to Jane Caton was considered |

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an
amendment, in line 8, before the word ** dollars,” to strike out
“ thirty ”’ and insert ‘‘ twenty-four;”’ so as to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, efe., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby,
authorized and directed to on the pension roll, mﬁjﬂact to the provisions
sad Ninifatons oftheponson I, the ame of e Haichett I of Com

Siy = =
giannyat o rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is ngz'r?é:eipvgg. B

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend-
Pl e

e bill was ordered to be en for a third ing, read
the third time, and passed. e P
LYDIA M. GRANGER.

The bill (S. 4535) granting an increase of ge;’nsion to Lydia M.
Granger was considered as in Committee of the Whole,

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions, with
amendments, in line, 6, after the words * widow of,” to strike
out the letter “ W' and insert ** William;** in line 8, before the
word “dollars,” to strike out ‘*‘twenty” and ingert * twelve; "
and in line 9, after the word ° receiving,” to insert “and two
dollars per month additional on account of each of the minor
children of the said William M. Granger until they reach the age
of 16 years;’’ so as to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, efc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby,
autho and directed to place on the pension roll, sul;j{act to the provisions
and limitations of the ]];’eumon laws, the name of Lydia M. Granger, widow of
‘William M. Granger, Iate of the United States Marine Corps, and t her
a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now ving, and
$2 per month additional on account of each of the minor children of the said
W M. Granger until they reach the age of 10 years.

The amendments were to.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend-
ments were conc in,

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read
the third time, and passed.
NATHAN W. SNEE.

The bill (H. R. 4176) ting an increase of pension to Nathan
W. Snee was considered as in mittee of the Whole. It pro-
to place on the pension roll the name of Nathan W. Snee,
te of Company I, Seventy-sixth Regiment Illinois Volunteer
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lien of
that he is now receiving.
The bill was repo: to the Senate without amendment, or-
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

WILLIAM BERRY.

The bill (H. R. 4116) granting an increase of pension to William
Berry was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes
to place on the pension roll the name of William Berry, late of
Company H, Twelfth Regiment Missouri State Militia Volunteer
Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $16 per month in lieu of that
he is now receiving.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

EVALINE WILSON.

The bill (H. R. 7613) granting an increase of pension to Evaline
‘Wilson was considered asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes
to place on the pension roll the name of Evaline Wilson, widow
of Adam Wilson, late of Company K, First Regiment Indiana
Volunteers, war with Mexico, and to pay her a pension of $16 per
month in lien of that she i3 now receiving.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

MARGARET M. BOYD.

The bill (H. R. 3352) granting an increase of pension to Mar-
garet M. Boyd was considered as in Committee of the Whole. Tt
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Margaret M.
Boyd, widow of Sempronius H. Boyd, late colonél Twenty-fourth
Regiment Missouri Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension
of %24 per month in lien of that she is now receiving.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendinent, ordered
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

JACOB GOLDEN.

Thebill (H. R. 8260) granting a pension to Jacob Golden was con-
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It {J:Oposes to place on
the pension roll the name of Jacob Golden, late of Company K,
Fifteenth Regiment Missouri Volunfeer Cavalry, and to pay him
a pension of $12 par month. _

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

GEORGE R. CHANEY,

The bill (H. R. 4172) granting an increase of pension to George
R. Chaney was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro-
poses to place on the pension roll the name of George R. Chaney,
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late of Company I, Third Regiment Iowa Volunteer Cavalry,and
to pay him a pension of §30 per month in lien of that he is now
recemngl
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.
THOMPSON B. MOORE,

The bill (H. R. 1485) granting an increase of pensionto Thomg—
son B, Moore was considered as in Committee of the Whole. If
g;oposes to place on the pension roll the name of Thompson B.

oore, late private in Captain Barbee’s company, Second Regi-
ment Missouri Mounted %’oiunteer Infantry, war with Mexico,
and to pay him a pension of $16 per month in lieu of that he is
now receiving.

The bill was reported to the Senate withont amendment, ordered
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

CHRISTINA HEITZ,

The bill (H. R. 291) granting a pension to Christina Heitz was
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place
on the pension roll the name of Christina Heitz, widowof Charles
Heitz, late of Oom{)any I, Third Regiment United States Reserve

Corps Missouri Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension of
$8 fer month.
he bill was reported to the Senate withont amendment, ordered

to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.
MARY A. CARLILE.

The bill (H. R. 11025) granting a pension to Mary A. Carlile
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to
%]ace on the pension roll the name of Mary A. Carlile, widow of

enry C. Carlile, late of Company I, Twenty-fifth Regiment
Mlsso}:ln Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension of $12 per
month.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

SARAH E. ALLEN,

The bill (H. R. 3427) granting an increase of pension to Sarah
E. Allen was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro-
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Sarah E. Allen,
widow of Silas F. Allen, late captain Com Jxmy C; Twenty-ninth
Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry to pay her a pension
of s"v{) r month in lien of that she i 15 now recelving

ill was reported to the Senate withount amandment ordered
toa t.hu-d reading, read the third time, and passed.

HENRY F. BENSON.

The bill (H. R. 1476) granting an increase of pension to Henry

B-enson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro-

lace on the pension roll the name of Henry F. Benson,

te of mpany B, Twenty-third Regiment Missouri Volunteer

Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of

that he is now Teceiving.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered

to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

THOMAS YOUNG.

The bill (H. R. 8854) granting an increase of pension to Thomas
Young was considered asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes
to place on the pension roll the name of Thomas Young, late of
Company B, Thirty-eighth Regiment Indiana Voluntee n.fantry,
and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that he is
now recewmg

The bill was reported tothe Senate without amendment, ordered
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

AMELIA A, RUSSELL.

The bill (H. R. 12275) granting a pension to Amelia A. Russell
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to
place on the pension roll the name of Amelia A. Russell, widow
of Michael Russell, late first lientenant Company I, One hundred
and sixty-ninth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and to
pay her a pension of $17 per month.

e bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.
THOMAS E. JAMES,

The bill (8. 3334) granting an increase of pension to Thomas E.
James was considered as in Committes of the Whole.

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert:

That the Secretsry of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and di-
rected to place on the pension roll, subject to the proﬂsmns and l.imtation.s ur
nsion lawe, the name of Thomas E. James, late of Compan
hnn and sixteenth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infan pany
F, Forty-second Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, an pay iﬁm a pen-
sion at the rate of per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The amendment was agreed to.
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend-
ment was concurred in.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read
the third time, and passed.
JOHN A. ROTAN.

The bill (S. 2409) granting a pension to John A. Rotan was
considered as in Committee of the Whole,

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and
insert:

That the Secretnr{ of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and
directed to place on the pension roll, su Jectto the provisions and limitations
of the pension laws, the name of John A. Rotan, late of Company H, Forty-
fourth ent Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and ipa)' him & pension at
the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receivi

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend-
ment was concurred in.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read
the third time, and passed.

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill granting an in-
crease of pension to John A. Rotan.”

THOMAS H. H. GIBBS.

The bill (H. R. 2613) granting an increase of pension to Thomas

H H. Gibbs was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It
roposes to place on the pension roll the name of Thomas H. H.

Glhhs late of Company I, Second Regiment California Volunteer
Cava].ry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per monthinlieu of that
he is now receiving.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

CHARLES 8. WILSON.

The bill (H. R. 7847) g-ranhng an increase of pension to Charles
8. Wilson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro-
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Charles S. Wilson, late
of Company K, Forty-second Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infan-
try, an thpay hnn a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that he
is now receiving.
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.
LIZZIE B. GREEN,

The bill (H. R. 7200) granting an increase of pension to Lizzie
B. Green was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro-
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Lizzie B. Green,
widow of John E. Green, late captain Com Sany C, Ninety-sixth
Regiment New York Volunteerlnfantry an yherapenmon
of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered

to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.
JOSEPH CULBREATH.

‘The bill (H. R. 12490) granting an increase of pension to Joseph

Culbreath was considered as in Commiftee of the Whole. It pro-
s to place on the pension roll the name of Joseph Culhreath

ste second lieutenant Company L, Palmetto Regiment South
Carolina Volunteers, war with Mexlco, and to pay him a pension
of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

JAMES FREY.

The bill (S. 284) granting a pension to James Frey was consid-
ered as in Committee of the ole.

The bill was reperted from the Committee on Pensions with an
amendment, in line 8, after the word “ month,” to insert **in lien
of that he is now receiving;’’ so as to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby,
authorized and directed to place on the ion roll, subject to the provisions
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James Frey, late of Com-
pany G, Second Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and pay hima
pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Senate asamended, and the amend-
ment was concurred in.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read
the third time, and

The title was amended 8o as to read: “A bill granting an in-
crease of pension to James Frey.”

ROBERT L. ACKRIDGE,

The bill (H. R. 6023) granting an increase of pension to Robert L.
Ackridge was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It
poses to place on the ﬁnsmn roll the name of Robert L. Ackn
late of Company D, Thirty-third Regiment Kentucky Volunteer
Infantry, and Company K, Twenty-sixth Regiment Ken

Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in
lien of that he is now receiving

The bill wasreported to the Senate without amendment, ordered
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.
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. RUTH BARTLETT,

The bill (H. R. 12395) granting a pension to Ruth Bartlett was
considered as in Committes ofu;ie ole. It %roé)mes to place
on the pension roll the name of Ruth Bartlett, the dependent amd
helpless danghter of Sylvanus Bartlett, late first lientenant Com-
pany H, Eig%teenth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and to
pay her a pension of $12 per month.

e bill was reported to the Senate withont amendment, ordered
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed,

EDWIN J. GODFREY,

The bill (H. R. 1709) granting an increase of pension to Edwin
J. Godfrey was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Edwin J. God-
frey, late of Company B, Second Regiment New Hampshire Vol-
- unteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in
lien of that he is now receiving.
The bill was reported to the Senate withont amendment, ordered
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

AUGUSTUS E. HODGES,

The bill (H. R. 1685) granting an increase of pension to Augus-
tus E. Hodges was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It
Ero ses fo place on the pension roll the name.of Augustus E,

, late of Company F, Fourth Regiment New Hampshire
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month
in lien of that he is now receiving.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

ANDREW B, SPURLING,

The bill (H. R. 11916) granting on increase of pension to An-
drew B. Spurling was considered as in Committee of the Whole.
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Andrew B,
Spurling, late lieutenant-colonel Second Regiment Maine Volun-
teer Cavalry and brevet brigadier-general of volunteers, and to
pay him a pensicn of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now re-
ceiving.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

JOHN 8. JAMES,

The bill (H. R. 9654) granting a pension to John§. Jameswas
considered as in Committee of the Whele, It proposes to place
on the pension roll the name of John S. James, late captain Com-
pany D, Third Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry,
and to pay him a pension of §20 per month.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed,

FRANCES E. 8COTT.

The bill (H. R. 10710) granting an increase of pension to
Frances E. Scott was considered as in Committee of the Whole.
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Frances E,
Scott, widow of Charles H. Scott, late of Company H, Thirteenth
Regiment United States Infantry, war with Mexico, and to pay
her a pension of $16 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

CLARA B. TOWNSEND.

The bill (H. R. 9378) granting a pension to Clara B. Townsend
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to
place on the pension roll the name of Clara B. Townsend, widow
of Justus Townsend, late acting assistant surgeon, United States
Army, and to pay her a pension of 38 per month.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

ERASTUS C. MODERWELL.

The hill (H. R. 8884) granting an increase of pension to Erastus

C. Moderwell was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It

TO to place on the pension roll the name of Erastus C.
Eiﬁerwe]], ﬁte major, Twelfth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Cav-
alry, and fo pay him a pension of $§72 per month in lien of that
he is now receiving.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

THEOPHILE A. DAUPHIN.

The bill (H. R. 8876) granting an increase of pension to Theo-

i:hile A. Dauphin was considered as in Committee of the Whole.

t proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Theophile A.
Danphin, late of Company K, Eighty-sixth Regiment New York

Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $20 per month in
lien of that he is now receiving.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed,

JMARION BARNES,

The bill (H. R. 7525) granting a pension to Marion Barnes was
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place
on the pension roll the name of Marion Barnes, \vi(ﬂ?; of Warren
P. Barnes, late musician, Twenty-second Regiment Massachunsetts
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension of 88 per month.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

HENRY E. DE MARSE,

The bill (H. R. 4053) granting an increase of pension to H

E. De Marse was considerad as in Committee of the Whole. It

roposes to place on the pension roll the name of Henry E. De
Marse, late of Company L, Eighteenth Regiment New York Vol-
unteer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of 524 per month in lien
of that he is now receiving.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

MARY E. STOCKINGS.

The bill (H. R. 10057) granting an increase of pension to Ma
E. Stockings was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 'ﬂ
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Mary E. Stockings,
widow of Robert Q. Stockings, late of Company K, Forty-seventh
Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension
of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving,.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o'clock and 7 minutes
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, April
9, 1902, at 12 o'clock meridian,

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.
TUESDAY, April 8, 1902.

The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev.
Hexry N. Covpex, D. D.
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read, corrected,
and approved.
LEAVE OF ABSENCE,

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr,
HoWELL, indefinitely, on account of illness.

TEMPORARY ELECTRIC PERMITS, DISTRICT O COLUMBIA.

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent for the present consideration of the joint resolution
which I have sent to the desk.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee asks unani-
mous consent for the present consideration of a joint resolution
which the Clerk will report.

The joint resolution (H. J. Res. 178) to anthorize the Cominis-
sioners of the District of Columbia to issue certain temporary
permits was read, as follows: .

Resolved, ete., That the Commissionersof the District of Colnmbinnxe hoveby

authorized to permit elactric&iiht wires to be laid in existing conduits and
house connections between such conduits and Convention Hall, to bo made

for the pu of su lr]ng i Masonic =
sit?ﬁu%ﬁ' ]i!‘& Pl'Ot'l}f}p : Tha&gg{lﬂ:ﬁ mreahght Eg;]lﬂtl): mmovadli?ij:‘):’ ';:}afﬁf'a
ay i, .
The SPEAKER. Isthere objection to the present consideration
of the joint resolution?
There was no objection,
The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and rvad a
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed.
On motion of Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, a motion to
reconsider the last vote was laid on the table.

PROTECTION OF GAME IN ALASKA,

Mr. LACEY. Mr. r, I ask unanimous consent for the
present consideration of .the bill (H. R. 11535) for the protection
of game in Alaska, and for other p S,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous
consent for the present consideration of a bill which the Clerk
will report.

The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That from and after the passage of this act the wanton
destruction of wild game animals or wild birds, the destruction of nests and
eggs of such birds, or the killing of any wild bird other than a game bird, or
wild game animal, for the purposes of shipment from the district of Alaska,
is hereby gmh.ibitcd. The term * game animals ™" shall include deer, moose,
caribou, sheep, mountain goats, sea lions, and walrus. The term
“game birds shall include water fowl, commonly known as ducks,
brant, and swans; shore birds, commony known as plover, snipe, and cur-
lew, and the seveeral species of use and pta . Noth in this act

effect any law now in force in the Territory relating to the fur seal, sen
otter, or an); -bearing animal other than bears and sea lions, or Enmant
the killing of any game animal or bird for food or dommahnﬁ by native Indiana
or Eskimo; but the game animals or birds so killed not be shipped or

sold.
SEc. 2. That it shali be un awful for any person in Alaska to kill any wid
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animals or wild birds sxwgt during the seasons hereinafter provided:
grgn brown bears, from April 15 to June 80, both inclusive; mooee, caribou,
walrus, and sea lions, from ember 1 to October 31, both inc}usfve: deer,
sheep, and mountain goats, from September 1 to December 15, both inelnsive;

. ptarmigan, shore birds, and water fowl, from September 1 to Decem-

r 15, both inclusive: Provided, That the SBecretary of Agriculture is hereby
nuthorized whenever he shall deem it necessary for the preservation of game
animals or birds to make and Bg.‘nl.is]l rules and regulations which shall
modify the close seasons hereinbefore established, or place further restric-
tions and limitations on the killing of such animals or birds in any given
llgcal.i 4 or a}jc;; prohibit killing entirely for a period not exceeding five years

such Joe g

Sec. 3. That it shall be unlawful for any person at any time to kill any
females or yearlings of moose, caribou, , or sheep, or for any one Ferson
to kill in any one year more than the number specified of each of the follow-
ing game animals: Two moose, walrus, or sea lions; four caribou, sheep,
goats, or large brown bears; eight deer; or to kill or have in i
?ny 1i::-t:le day more than 10 grouse or ptarmigan, or 25 shore birds or water-

oW,

That it shall be unlawful for any person at any time to hunt with hounds,
to use a sh n larger than No. 10 gauge, or any gun other than that
which can be from the shoulder, or to use steam launches or any boats
other than those propelled by oarsor paddles in the pursuit of game animals
or birds. And the Secretary of Agriculture is authorized to make and pub-
lish such further restrictions as he may deem necessary to prevent undue
destruction of wild game animals or wild birds,

SEC. 4. That it shall be unlawful for any person or persons at any time to
sell or offer for sale any hides, skins, or heads of any game lmima{s in the
Territory of Alaska, or to sell, or offer for sale therein, any @ animals or
birds, or parts thereof, during the time when the killing
birds is prohibited: Provfde]g. £ P an i o 2

on any game animals or birds legally uring the open season
of the same within fifteen days after the close of said season.

SEC. 5. That it shall be unlawful for any person, firm, or corporation or
their officers or agents to deliver to any common carrier, or for the owner,
agent, or master of any vessel, or for any other person to receive for shipment
outof thesaid district, any hides or carcassesof caribou, deer, or parts thereof,
or any wild birdsor garta thereof: Provided, That nothing in this act shall be
construed to prevent the collection of ens for scientific purposes, the
capture or sh? ent of live animals and birds for exhibition or propagation,
or the export m the said district of specimens and trophies, nunder such
m&:rictgons and limitations as the Secretary of Agriculture may prescribe
and pu £

8Ec. 6. That any person violating any of the provisions of this act or any
of the regulations promulgated by the Secretary of Agriculture shall be
deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and npon conviction thereof shall forfeit to
the United Statesall game or birds in his d‘poeaemlon. and all guns, t nets,
or boats used in killing orca.&:nrin said game orbirds,ands]mllm' -
ished by a fine of not more than Sﬂ% or imprisonment not more than tﬁga
months, or by both such fine and imprisonment, in the discretion of the court:
Provided, That upon conviction for the second or any subsequent offense
there msg be imposed in addition a fine of $50 for any violation of sections1
and 8, and a fine of §100 for a violation of section 2. It is hereby made the
ﬁu:%or all marshals and deputy marshals, collectors or dagiuty collectors of
cusfoms appointed for t.h:l?['en'itor of Alaska, and all officers of revenue
cutters to assist in the enforcement of this act. Aug’ marshal or dgmty
ma: may arrest without warrant any person found violating any of the
provisions of this act or any of the tions herein provided, may
seize any game, birds, or hides, and any traps, nets, guns, boats, or other
paraphernalia nsed in the captureof such game or birds and found in the
possession of said person, and any collector or deputy collector of customs, or
any person authorized in wmtlng by a marshal, shall have the power above
provided to arrest persons found violating this act or said regulations and
seize eaid property without warrant, to keep and deliver the same to a mar-
shal or a deputy marshal. It shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Treas-
ury;itgxm request of the Secretary of Agriculture, to aid in carrying out the
provisions of this act,

The following amendments, recommended by the Committee
on the Territories, were read:

First. Amend the title of the bill by etrikiuoﬁaut the words * the district
of,” so that the title of the bill will read as follows: *A bill for the protec-
tion of game in Alaska, and for other purposes.” =

Second. In line 14, page 1, strike out the words * the Territory " and insert
in lien thereof the word **Alaska.”

Third. On page 2, line 8, after the word * Eskimo,” insert the words * or
by miners, explorers, or fravelers on a journey when in need of food.”

Fourth. On mg?k in line 18, after the word “established,” insert the
words “ or provide different close seasons for different Aaarts of Alaska.”

Fifth. On page 8, in line 16, after the word “*animals.” insert the words “or

birds,” and in said line 16 strike out the words “the Territory of," so

t the same will read "of any e animals or game birds in Alasks;” also,
on 3, line 17, insert the word *‘ game " before the word ** birds;” also,on

in line 20, insert the word “ game* before the word ** birds."

Eixth. On page 4, in line 1, after the word **shipment,” insert the words
‘*or have in possession with intent to ship;”’ also, on 4, in lines 1and 2.
strike out the words ** the said district’’ and insert in lien t! the word
*‘Alaska;” also, on page 4, in line 2, after the word * deer," insert the words
“moose, mountain sheep, or mountain goat,” so that that portion of said sec-
tion will read as follows: * For any other person to receive for shipment, or
have in possession with intent to ship out of Alaska, any hides or carcasses
of caribou, deer, moose, mountain sheep, or mountain goat;" also, (;I;B%I:fge 4,
line 7, sm?m out the words * the said district » and insert in lieu th the

word **
4, in line 16, after the word *punished,"” insert the

Seventh. On 1]
out the

words “for each offense;” also, on page 4, in lines 24 and 25, s
words * the Territory of.”

The SPEAKER. Isthere objection to the present considera-
tion of the bill?

Mr. MADDOX. Reserving the right to object, I should like to
hear the gentleman’s explanation of the bill. I tried to hear it
read, but although I did my best I could not hear it, and I have
no idea that anybody else heard it. I want to know what is in
the bhill. If it 1s all right I shall have no objection to it.

Mr. LACEY. Mr, Speaker, if I can have the attention of the
House I think there will be no opposition to this bill. It is a bill
that has atiracted considerable attention, owing to the peculiar
sitnation in Alaska. When we enacted the code of Alaska in the
1ast session, either by accident or oversight the laws then in ex-
istence there, which were the laws of Oregon, extended there by

XXXV—241 *

act of Congress, were all repealed, including the game laws.
The game laws of Oregon were up to that time the game laws of

ka,

The Alaska code contained nothing on the subject, and the re-
sult was that last season, after the repeal of the Oregon code, the
slaughter of the game, the subsistence of the Indians in Alaska,
went on in an unparalleled manner. It has been reported to me
that one Englishman npon an island along the coast killed 150
walruses in one day, leaving them to rof, not even carrying off
the tusks, killing them simply for the delight of slaughter. It
appears that at some points in Alaska 6,000 and 8,000 and even
10,000 deer skins have been shipped from a single port. The In-
dians have been induced by the offer of 30 or 40 cents a skin
to kill the deer merely for the hides, thus destroying their own
future subsistence, This situation calls upon Congress for early
relief. Legislation earlier in the session would not have been
availing, because if the law were enacted it could not, on account
of theice, get to Alaska until about the latter part of May or prob-
ably the early part of June, in the Nome region, the uppermost
part of Alaska; but it is important that this bill should go through
in time to be the law of the land during the coming season.

The bill has been drawn with considerable care. It was gone
over by the Territorial Committee and ies interested in the
subject from the Department of Agriculture, and it is the unani-
mous report of the committee with the amendments which have
been read to the House.

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. May I interrupt the gentleman?

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Iowa yield to the
gentleman from Indiana? )

Mr. LACEY. Yes; I yield to the gentleman from Indiana.

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I say to the gentleman from
Georgia [Mr. Mappox] that I concur in the statements made by
the gentleman from Iowa. The Committee on the Territories
gave the most careful attention to this bill. We found no objec-
tion to it. On the contrary, we found a very great necessity for
the enactment of this legislation, which was concurred in unani-
mously by the members of the Committee on the Territories.

Mr. LACEY. Itisa question of the starvation of the Indians,
Mr. Speaker, unless some relief is granted there, and the dark
chapter'of the destruction of our large and small game in other
parts of the United States is now being repeated in Alaska. This
step, if taken now, will be timely, and it ought to be taken at an
early date.

Mr. KLEBERG Tose.

Mr. LACEY. Iyield to my friend from Texas.

Mr. KLEBERG. I just wish to say that this bill has the full
support of the entire committee, Democrats and Republicans.
There is no division upon it. I think it is a necessary measure to

rotect the game of Alaska, and I indorse everything my friend
m Jowa has said about it.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. MADDOX, Justone word—

Mr. LACEY. I would like to 1yield to the gentleman from
Washington a moment before I yield to the gentleman from Geor-

gia.

Mr. CUSHMAN. Mr. Speaker, the bill at present before this
House for consideration is a bill to provide a game law for Alaska.
This bill was introduced by the distingunished gentleman from
Towa [Mr. Lacey], whose name is associated with other legisla-
tion on the subject of game which has heretofore passed the
American Congress. The name of that gentleman at the mast-
head of this bill is one of the very best indorsements it could
possibly have.

I regard this pending bill as one of the very best bills that have
come before this House for its consideration since I have been a
member of this body. Within the very short time allotted to us
for the presentation of this matter to the House to-day it will be
impossible for me to discuss this bill and its provisions at length.
I will say to you, however, that this bill has been as carefully
prepared as any bill that ever came forth from any committee of
this House, e bill when introduced was referred to the Com-
mittee on Territories. The bill in its present form has the unani-
mous indorsement of every member of that committee. The
committee having this bill in charge called before them gentle-
men who had been in Alaska and who were reasonably familiar
with the conditions prevailing there with especial reference to
wild game, A

Thus we have had before us testimony showing the actual con-
ditions existing in that region, and this bill has not been framed
to cover any theoretical condition, but to meet the actual situa-
tion that exists in ‘Alaska to-day.

In the first place, as was stated by the gentleman from Iowa,
before the Alaska Code (which we enacted two years ago) went
into force in Alaska—Dbefore that time, the general laws of the
State of Oregon were in force in Alaska. That portion of the laws
of Oregon relating to game was therefore in force in Alaska,
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‘When we came to prepare the code for Alaska it was stated that
the coaditions in Alaska were so vastly different from those in
Oregon that a game law for Alaska based on the Oregon law
would not come anmvhere near fitting the situation in Alaska.
The committee in charge of the revision therefore omitted these
laws altogether, and no provisions for the protection or preserva-
tion of game were inserted in the Alaska Code. So that the
sitnation, in a nutshell, is briefly this: Alaska lost the old game
law which she formerly had and got nothing in its place.

I state here and now—and I wish to give all the emphasis to it
that this occasion will permit—that Alaska constitutes the only
strip of land on this continent over which the American flag
floats that does not have any law for the protection of game birds
and game animals, It is the only bit of territory between the Rio
Grande and the North Pole that has been so neglected by the law-
making power that they have not even a game law.

This fact in itself shows the necessity for some kind of legisla-
tion on this subject.

As is well known to all of you, I live in the State of Washing-
ton, the State of this Union that is closest to Alaska, and when I
say the State that is closest to Alaska I mean it not only in a geo-
graphical sense, but commercially and industrially and finan-

ially, and in every other sense there exists a bond of sympathy
between Alaskaand the State of Washington. They have no rep-
resentative on this floor, and they expect the representatives of the
State of Washington to speak for them and to demand protection
for their interests. This I am both proud and happy to do.

Two years and a half ago I took a trip from the State of Wash-
ington throughout southeastern Alaska. I found out something
of the game conditions there then. At every place our boat
stopped—at Wrangell, at Juneau, at Skagway—some one wonld
call my attention to the wanton slanghter of the wild game that
was going on in that region. Amon%l other game in that region
the deer are found in abundance. The Indians can get 50 or 60
cents for a deer skin. and with the characteristic improvidence
of his race he will kill a large number of deer whenever the op-
portunity occurs, take the skins and sell them, and leave the car-
casses rotting on the ground. He is thereby destroying the food
supply that in a few years he will need.

Now, this bill, among other provisions, absolutely prohibits the
sale or offering for sale at any time the skins of game animals,
and also makes it unlawful to ship hides out of Alaska. You
will observe that when we take away from the white trader the
right to traffic in these skins the Indian will lose his market for
them. Whenthe Indian loses his incentive to kill the deer he will
cease the slanghter. This is only one of the many points of this
game bill. T have not time to discuss them all. 1 shall put into
the RECORD as a part of my remarks the report on this bill, which
I assisted in preparing.

I trust we have no opposition to the passage of this much-
needed and worthy measure.

The report above referred to is as follows:

[House Report No. 851, Fifty-seventh Congress, first session. ]
GAME LAW IN ALASKA.
The Committee on the Territories, to whom was referred the bill (H. R.

11535) for the tion of game in the district of Alaska, and for other pur-
having had said bill under consideration, report the same with the fol-
owing amendments:

First. Amend the title of the bill by striking out the words **the district
of," so that the title of the bill will as follows: “A bill for the protection
of in ka, and for other purposes.”

Second. In line 14, page 1, strike out the words ** thie Territory " and insert
in lien thereof the word “Alaska.”

Third. On page 2, line 3, after the word *Eskimo,” insert the words *or
by miners, explorers, or travelers on a journey when in need of food.”

Fourth. On page 2, in line 18, after the word “established,” insert the
words * or provide different close seasons for different parts of Alaska."

Fifth. On 8, in line 16, after the word *animals.” insert the words
“or game hir%:g?and in said line 16 strike out the words * the Territory of,”
g0 that the same will read *of any game animals or @ birds in Alaska;"
also, on page 3, line 17, insert the word ** game™ before the word * birds;"
also, on page 8, in line 20, insert the word *“*game" before the word “ birds.”

Sixth. On page 4, in line 1, after the word **shipment," insert the words
“or have in on with intent to ship;" also, on page 4, in lines 1 and 2,
strike out the words * the said district ™ and insert in lieu thereof the word
“Alaska;™ also, on page 4, in line 2, after the word **deer,” insert the words
“ moose, mountain sheep, or mountain goat,” so that that portion of said sec-
tion will read as follows: * For any other person to receive for shipment, or
have in possession with intent to ship out of Alaska, any hides or carcasses
of earibou, deer, moose, mountain sheep, or mountain goat;" also, on page 4,
line 7, strike out the words ** the said district” and insert in lieu thereof the
word “Alaska."

Seventh. On page 4, in line 16, after the word * punished,” insert the words
“E?Ir eTmh oﬁeuser:" also, on page 4, in lines 24 and 25, strike out the words
“the Territory of.”

And as above amended the committee recommend that the bill do pass.

m of the mma'r.ll:1 teﬂ:“uéas of }his bill are as ];oliowsl:] 3

its wanton dest: on of game animals, game birds, nests, and eggs.
Prohibits killing of any game animal or game bird except in B'pecégl

SEASONS,
Prohibits the killing of certain of the female Eme at any time.
Prohibits the sale or offering for sale at any time of the skins and heads of

game animals or birds. i p
Prohibits the sale of game animals or birds at any time save during the
season when it is lawful to kill the same.

Wts‘lbs shipment out of Alaska of skins or carcasses of game animals

or
Provides that miners, campers, or travelers on a journey, in need of food,
may at any time kill such game birds or animals as are necessary for food.

rovides that the Indians and Eskimo may at all times kill game animals
or birds for their food or clothm‘[_ii':i

Provides for punishment for the violation of its provisions by fine or im-
pﬁﬂnmg?ﬂ‘, gr”bt}th. its ob, th d f th

is or obj e protection and preservation o ]

birds and animals of Aluﬁfb ‘When the code for Alaska was emcta(f“t:g
years ago it embraced much of the preexisting laws, and also included many
new features. Congress had formerly made the laws of the State of Oregon
agplicahle to Alaska. Theegame lawsof O n were therefore in force, and

aug? not entirely adapted to the situation in Alaska, were found very use-
ful. The committee in charge of the revision found the sut:iiieet of game pro-
tection quite complicated owing to the great variety of conditions to be met,
and therefore omitted these laws altogether, and ] wholly without
any statutory protection for the game within her borders.

As Alaska is the greatest wild game region now remaining in America, the
miaf;irtnne of such a condition strongly appeals to Congress for a prompt
remedy.

1t is{mrdgy possible that the bill should be perfect in all respects or meet
all the requirements in Alaska. Itmust be remembered that to draw a game
bill for so large a country is a vastly different and far more difficult matter
than to draw such a bill for any single State or Territory of the Union. In
any one of the States of the Union (even the la of them) the scope of
territory embraced is comparatively small, and the game conditions in all
parts of the State are substantially similar. The drawing of & bill for
Alaska is equivalent to attempting in a single law to cover the New En%llmd
Atlantic, and Middle States, or like trying to make a single game bill road
enough in its provisions to cover all the country west of the lgssiasippi River
to the summit of the Rocky Mountains.

Alaska comprises a vast stretch of territory,and in the different Enrts
thereof are vaely different seasons and va: conditions. Itis ifestl
very difficult, therefore, in the provisions of one bill to meetall these diﬂlcn{
ties satisfactorily. We have atter:ﬁ:tad to meet them b vesth}lgh: large
amounnt of power and discretion in the Secretary of Agriculture. latter
part of 2 of the bill provides:

“That the Secretary of A?ieulture is hereby authorized, whenever he -
shall deem it necessary for the preservation o me animals or birds, to
make and publish rules and regulations which 1 modify the close season
for different tparts of Alaska,or place further restrictions and limitations on
the killing of such animals or birds in any given lm:aliti. or to prohibit kill-

entirely for a period not exceeding five years in such locality."

n ANy Dew country travelers and miners will kill game in season
and out of it for the supply of their immediate wants; and they should be so
autho: by law, so as not to be forced to violate the law. The amendment
s, ed by the committee to meet this necessity is substantially the same
as that in force in the Northwest Territory of the Dominion of Canada, and
which your committee are info. has operated successfully therein.

_In this enlightened day, with the experience of the recent past before us,
it needs no argument to show that the wanton and indiscriminate slaughter
of game birds and fish should be curbedtég law. The desolate woods and
barren streams in other parts of the Uni States serve as a solemn warn-
il-:pns l:a to the fate of these creatures in Alaska unless immediately protected
Y AW, T =
It was indeed unfortunate that at this critical time, when Alaska is becom-
ing settled, that a period of nearly two years should occur in which there
ila_hc.r\qld Ige no law whatever upon this subject, and the necessity of speedy re-
ef is obvious.

The reports from that country are uniform that Congressional action
should not be delayed. -

The prohibition of ]fame shipments from Alaska and the suppression of
commerce in hides will do more to stop the indiscriminate destruction of ani-
mal life than any other enactment that can be devised.

Indians will wholly destroy their food supply for the trifling compensation
that they receive for the skins of the victims. The slaughter of deer and
other animals for the purpose of shipping the hides should be wholly sup-

ressed.
X Judge Melville C. Brown, judge of the United States district court of
Alaska for the Juneau Division, writes the following letter on this subject:

DEPARTMEST OF JUSTICE, UNITED STATES District COURT,
First DivisioN, DISTRICT OF ALASKA,
Juneau, Alaska, January 26, 1902,
My DeAR BRECEONS: The slaughter of @ in this country is
monstrous. It is said that no less than 15, E.I tlmout l?
t the

deer hides were
southeast Alaska during last season. It is altogether probab
slanghter of deer will be as t thiswinter. The result is self-evident; that
wi two or three years the Fume supply will be wholly exhausted and the
natives left without food supply, and in order to live at all they will have to
be su’ »d by the Government.

The natives s!autghter this game, not for food Egﬂrgeea. but to secure the
price they obtain for the hides, which is a very trifling sum—some 40 cents
on the average, Of course they use such portions of the animal for food as
their immediate necessities demand, but it is safe to say that nine-tenths of
the deer slaughtered are left upon the ground to rot. Iam not personall
cognizant of all these matters, but the whole question was before the gram
bl a year thi.g t’v’::r'inter, and after diligent inquiry the grand jury re-
por n the matter.

Some law should be gaaed by Con at this session that will Xut an
end to this indiscriminate slaughter of game. A game law not as stringent
in terms as ours in Wyoming in many respects will answer every purpose
here. And the one thmﬁéh;at will stog the indiscriminate slanghter is the
}n'evention of the hides g shi; rom the country or sold, and making

t an offense against the law, with a severe penaltsﬂ;imr any vessel or other
Eegu_m of transporta : tion tho receive sunhﬂhmes for pmmg‘or to have them
eir ?ossman or such purpose, an gunjshing any rtation or
shipment of hides either from the mainland or any of the islands of Alaska.
This will tend to save the e, and eventually to save the Indians from
starvation. Of course this Ew should apply to moose, elk, mountain goat,
mountain ,etc., as well as to deer. i

The mountains in this coun rise out of the sea, as it were, from the
islands as well as on the shore of the mainland, and run up to great heights.
When the snow falls in winter the deer are driven down to the shores of the
sea for subsistence, and the Indians are said to gather in a bunch of deer as
high as 500 in number, and these are driven into deep snow in some canyon
and then the Indians kill them with clubs and wipe ont the bunch of deer
gathered in that way. It is easy to understand how rapidly they may be
ext—inguahed entirely by such methods.

ery sincerely, yours, M. C. BROWN,
Judge United States District Gpurt,
First Division, District of Alaska,
J. A. BRECKOXS, Esq.,
Washington, D. C.
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The grand jury of the United States district court of assembled at
Juneau, in resolutions ado by them January 8, 1901, ask for the enact-
ment of a game law for and in their resolutions use the following

language:

s Wlfereas it is within the knowl of the grand jury duly impaneled for
the December, 190, term of the U d States district court of Alaska, in
and for division No. 1 thereof, and assembled from all parts of said division
and being thoroughly conversant with existing conditions, that there has
been and%s a wanton and willful destruction of game in this district; that it
is an acknowledged fact that thousands of deer are killed annually for their
hide, which sells for the paltry sum of 40 cents, while their carcasses are left
to decompose or be devoured by wild beasts. Congress has mdj§ neglected
to make any provision for the protection of our game, the natural meat sup-
ply of the natives and of the miners and prospectors who are hundreds of

es from the markets of the district, prospecting and developing our great
mineral resources: Therefore, be it s

* Resolved, That Congress be, and it is hereby, petitioned to insert in the
Alaska criminal code the following game law:

“*That any person or pegsons, corporation or corporations, offering for
sale in, or any person or persons, corporation or mmﬁons, Or common

er receiving for exportation from the district of ka the flesh of the
deer, moose, bou, elk, mountain sheeior goat, goose, brant, duck, grouse
or ptarmigan, or the hid»s or horns of the deer, moose, caribou, elk, moun-
tain sheep or goat, sball be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor and punished
a fine of not more than &X or imprisonment in the county jail not more

n one year, or both. 3 T

“‘Each and every deputy United States marshal within said district shall
be ex officio game warden for their respective districts, and shall receive as
compensation for said service one-half of all fines collected by due process of
hw%nd%hi:sn};t;ﬂ ted by th dj J u.sn; 3, 1901

“Una: 0 e e grand jury Jan x
o “WM. M. EBNER, Foreman.

«C.D. GARFIELD, Secretary.”

The following letter from A. 8. Dautrick, of Juneau, Alaska, is self-explan-

m,am only of the situation, but also as to the feeling of the people of
regarding this much-desired legislation:
) JUNEAU, ALASKA, February 18, 1502,

My DEAR CUSHMAN: You will remember that at various times we have
talked about some sort of a game law for . and the last time you told
me that you would look into the matter. I imagine, however, that a multi-
tude of other things have prevented you. The ﬂaufhtar of deer in the dis-
trict is so us that unless some law is passed the last territory for the

rtsman will be played out. I think that you will agree with me that it
:ggu}d have some g} jon in the way of a game law. Please let me know
whether you care re such a bill or if you would prefer to have some
one up here to do it and forward to-you to have it introduced.

ours, truly,
A. 8. DAUTRICE.
Hon. FRANCIS W. CUsHMAN, M. C.,
House of tatives, Washington, D. C.
The following documents from the Department of the Interior, the At-
wmaf;oﬁenersl of the United States, and letter from Mr. Dall De Weese
ill also throw a great deal of light upon the situation in

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Washington, February 1, 1502.

S1gr: T have the honor to transmit herewith a of a letter from Mr.
Dall De Weese, of Canon City, Colo., received by reference from the Presi-
dent, calling attention to the necessity for legislation loo! to the protec-
tion of large game in Alaska, ther with copy of a letter from the honor-
able the Attorney-General, to whose attention the matter was directed and
at whose instance this communication is written.

Copies of Mr. De Weese's letter were transmitted to the Senate and House

ttees on Territories, respectively, on the 15th ultimo.,

In this connection attention is directed to the recommendation contained
in the Report of the Secretary of the Interior for the fiscal year ended June
80, 1899, m;}y of which is herewith transmitted, submitting an amendment
to the act of March 3, 1899, * To define and punish crimes in the district of
Alaska.” looking to the protection of deer in that Territory.

Ve tfully,
i E. A. HITCHCOCK, Secretary.

Hon. JoEX F. LACEY,

Chairman Committee on Public Lands, House of Representatives,
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE,
Washington, D. C., January 21, 1902,

81r: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your note of January
16, 1902, inclosing a ¢ of a letter from Dall De Weese, of Canon City, Colo.,
to the President, dated December 1, 1901, and a copy of the Annual Report of
the Seeretary of the Interior for the year ending June 30, 1899, all of which
has reference to the protection of game in the Territory of .

I note with approval the estion in your report abovereferred to of an
amendment of the criminal code of Alaska witha view to game preservation
there, as also the suggestion of Mr. De Weese in the same direction. But I
am not sufficiently familiar with the situation in Alaska to be able to express
an opinion whether these are just those best suited to the conditions of that
Territory, nor as to how far the natives there, who are to some extent de-
pendent upon e for subsistence, should be included in the prohibition,
nor whether other kinds of game than those mentioned in either suggestion
should not be included. 4
At the request of Hon. Joux F. LACEY, chairman of the House Committee
on Public Lands, I recently gave him s statement of my views as to the
power of Congress in this matter. And while that referred chiefly to the
question of such power as to the public lands within the limits of a Sta
ggt it also referred to the same question in the Territories. Perhaps it wo

well to refer the communication of Mr. Do Weese with this and a refer-
ence to the lmggestinns in your report to him, as I think he is much inter-
ested in the subject. And I suppose that many useful suggestions would be
obtained from Governor Brady, of that Territory. not only as to how far the
natives should be included in the prohibition, but also as to the kinds of
game that should be protected, in what seasons of the year the prohibition
should be operative, either as to all or some kinds of game, and whether it
should not rative the year round as to some kinds,

Y! -
P. C. ENOX, ditorney-General.
The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR.

PROTECT ALASKA GAME,
Caxox Crry, CoLo., December 1, 1901,
The PRESIDENT:

This is a subject that appeals toeverfv * true-blue " every lover
of animallife, andall those who see beauty in nature, embracing forests, plains,
and mountains throughout our entire country, and while the woods, cﬂ)hlm,
and mountains are naturally beautiful, we all agree that they are much more

grand and lifelike when the wild animals and birds are present. There are

now several o tions doi.nghwork toward the preservation of wild ani-

wl and gh?it ‘e, There is much yet for usto do, Resolve is to act; let us
up and at it.

F{,?r twenty tyoars of my life I have taken my fall outing, embracing the
greater part of North America. I have made trips in recent years to various
parts of our mountains, where I hunted eighteen to twenty years ago, and it
is apga]llnf to note how rapidly the wild animals are dwap‘pmrinf. ‘While
Iam but 43 years of a¥e. I haveseenin this short period the extermination of
our buffalo. At the time of my first trip West there were millions. The
antelope at that time were thonsands—they are now reduced to dozens, here
and there. There were also elk yet upon the plains—mow there are none.
There were bison in our mountains within 25 miles of the place in which I
am writing.

1 doubt if thers are 20 wild bison now in the United States. I have seen
thousands of deer in Montana, Idaho, Utah, Mexico, and Colorado, where
these numbers are now, wmmmt:veslg. reduced to one, three, five, and
twenties. The *big horn” mountain sheep (Ovis montana) that were then
hundreds are now reduced with comparative ratio to the rest.

When I was huntinﬁiin New Brunswick in 1808, I was told by good au-
thority that these conditions were not quite so bad there and that the en-
forcement of their laws was the safeguard there as well as in Maine.

During my four seasons' hunting in Alaska, my obseryations from past
experience foreshadows that without stringent laws and their rigid enforce-
ment the big %e of Alaska is doomed to as rapid an extermination as it
was upon the plains and monntains of Colorado. 1 will narrate one instance:
When in the Kenai Monntaing, Alaska, on the 23d day of August, 1807 (from
my diary), Mr. Berg and myself, while sitting together on the mountain sid
with the aid of a fleld glass, counted 500 wild white sheep (Ovis dalli)
within a radius of 6 to 8 miles, 10 here, 6 there, then 20 and 50 in another

ty.
Cana true hunter or a lover of nature imagine a more beautiful sight?
Look! Here and there were grand old towering mountains, all snow-capped,
some farrowed with Fﬂ ing canyons, some separated with a mighty glacier,
others with a gradual slopa carpeted with nutritious grass, upon which these
beautiful denizens of the snowy mountains of the north loitered about in
grvimpa, eiinther feeding or restgng‘ i 10 108, sy it
was in these same mountains n i my wife accompan: me
there in 1899. I wanted her to see mt h:?iat that time never ﬁrﬁim
a woman's pleasure. I was in these same mountainsagain this season (1901),
and there is no question about the Ovis dalli decreasing in numbers; it is

perceptible. :
If mineral should be discovered in these mountains, and with no laws to
rotect this animal, they would be exterminated ina va:gshort time, In
st when passing through a section where a so-called *“sportsman had been
hunting, four carcasses were lying on one small hill, nothing having been

touched, the heads of horns being too small and the work of skinning and
praserri:ggtoo great to suit his—1 was going to say his *sport -ship, but will
make it “devil"-shi

p.
In 1899 myself, wife, and party killed four ahae@. two of which were killed
by my wife. We could have lZféfleﬁ a hundred. This season (1%01) we killed
but one, as we needed it for meat; also one bull caribou.

The natives are very destructive to sheep. I have seen them in parties of
their own shoot sheep, and if it ran off wounded or fell over a low cliff the
never went after it; *‘too much work; shoot more.” When in my party
never allow & native to carry a gun. The conditions I have mangoned re-
garding sheep extermination the same will apply to moose and caribou.

% No'wl. then, dml;l mdel;. ifall I Eﬂ.ve_smd a‘boutt]}il)?etl:ansformﬁos%%t lirfna

rom plenty to a extermination is so perceptible in one man’s e,
we nl.Fcnn gaeits finish in the course of a very few years, unless we act quick
while there is yet time. i ;

Alaska is 8 new country, and a good ion of it is uninhabitable for man,
and in this respect it is thus more suitable for game; and there is less excuse
for its being slaughtered on account of the country not being desirable for
the use of ** home seekers.” I am sorry to say it, although it is true, that,
where the climatic conditions are favorable for the advancement of civiliza-
tion and the *tiller™ of the soil, fxm 80 sure is the doom of game in that
Jand-—remote and inaccessible localities and game preserves that extend to
the winter feeding grounds excepted. :

It is not necessary that big game be slaughtered to furnish the “meat
stuff’ in Alaska,for where man can go a pack frain can go also; then itis
made ble for the ns, then railroads. Neither is it necessa; r{ that
game be slanghtered for the native food supplg, et let them kill what they
will actually use; and if our Government woul ?iuroug‘h]y instruct the mis-
sionaries and priests of Alaska to intercede with the natives on behalf of the
game, much good could be done. Teach them the w'ro;]g in killing the fe-
male and the young of any and all animals. I have talked this with natives
in my camp and noticed that it was hard for them to conceive it, yet by con-
stant teac it will have its effect. I believe that some such game laws as
I hereafter mention would be effective in Alaska if enforced.

My twenty-seven years of rience in hunting has convinced me that
the ‘market-meat hunter" is the most destructive to the big game. Where
mining localities are remote from railroads or staam.shi){m rtation,
“meat stuff " is correspondingly expensive; henceif game abound “meat
hunter" finds a profitable business and he is always on hand.

Make the law and enforce it whereby it is & penal offense coupled with a
fine of $100 for each offense where a party or parties offer for sale or barter
the flesh of any game animal or bird at any spot or place in Alaskan territory,
the same law to apply to any and evari]c;:mpnny and individual attempting
to ship or transport %nme flesh of any kind out of the Territory.

Make a nonresident license law, requiring every sportsman going to hunt
and hunting in Alaska to pay 350 for that privilege, and that this sum allows
him to take out of the Territory only one imen of each species killed by
him. The same law to provide a license fee of §100, which would give the
sportsman or hunter taﬁng out that license the right to kill and transport
two s of each of animal killed by him, and that he is not al-
lowe{t:o take out more_fhan this quota. The money thus paid to the district
commissioners, who might be the nearest postmaster where the hunting is
done, and this money to be used, first, for the prosecution of a person or
persons violatin, law, and any surplus that might accumulate in one
year over ﬁ.‘o, t surplus to go to the native school und of that district.

Make a law that gives an open season only on game from August 15 to No-
vember 1, with a fine of §100 for its violation. This law should apply to
natives also as well as nonresidents except where the animal isshot a
lutely for immediate food necessity.

Make a law that prohibits sportsmen or other persons from employing
natives or other men for lnllmfhhlg game animals or birds, for in doing so
most of the meat is wasted and the heads shi and sold.

Make a law prohibiting the killing of the big brown bear ( Ursus midden-
dorfll) on Knd.‘lgk Island for a period of five years. This would 1 no way be
an injustice to the natives,as island now econtains so few of these ani
Eh“ n}aﬁng them is no longer profitable, and neither do the natives depend

n this for snoport.
Negotiations should be commenced with Great Britain to implore them to
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pass some such laws that would coincide with ours that would govern that
part of the Yukon or British territory (Columbia) that joins Alaska.

I know full well what objections will be made to such laws “fur
traders,” hide and head hunters, but is it right that the grand old bull moose
and bull caribou or the t old ram, * Ovis dalli,” be 5::1-. down by the na-
tive, paid for so doing by the so-called sportsmen, and only the head taken
from the carcassand that shi outand sold? Isay,isitrightthat thisshould
be permitted for the gain of a few individuals at the expense of the lives of
all the big game of that country, aswell as the lovers of nature and the
true-blue smen not yet born, all to whom we are responsible?

Let us all act now and use our influence to have some measures appertain-
ing hereto properly brought before the coming session of Congress with the
earnest a for their enactment.

Ibhave talked several times with Hon. J. G. Brady, governor of Alaska, re-

thissubject, and he urged me to formulate some practical measure

and he would give it his support.

Yours, fraternally, DALL DE WEESE,
Canon City, Colo.
The following extract is taken from the last annual report of Governor

John Brady, of to the honorable Becretary of the Interior.
No Ianmge could state more clearly or forcibly than the re: of the
vernor, not only that & game law is needed for Aim]m, but that said game
w should contain the provisions which are contained in this bill.
[Report of Governor Brady, of Alaska, on game.]
GAME LAW.

Congress should enact a game law for this district. The large game, like
the moose, caribon, and common deer, need protection. The wantonslaughter
of deer has been carried on to a great extent in southeast Alaska by the
natives. In the winter and spring, when the snow is heav&upon the moun-
tains and even to the beach, these animals seek theshores of the island. They
become weak, and when run into a snowdrift can be killed with a club.

A single native has been known to bring in as many as 150 skinsof animals
which he has killed in this fashion. He makes no attempt to use the meat.
All he wants is the skin to sell at the store. This does not bring him ve
much, for it is a winter skin,band therefore not desirable by the dealer. T
all can be corrected by prohibiting the ﬁPcmﬁon of deer hides from Alaska,
The native will have no incentive to kill deer simply for their hides. The
hides of those which he kills for himsealf or to sell he can make use of for his
own moccasins and other articles of clothing which he uses.

Mr. LACEY. Iyield to the gentleman from New York, and
then I will yield to the gentleman from Georgia.

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, the purpose of this bill is to pro-
tect and to some extent preserve the game birds and wild animals
in the district of Alaska. It is a most commendable measure,
and should pass without opposition. I am enthusiastically in
favor of the passage of this bill, and request the indulgence of
this House for a few moments to plead its urgent necessity. I
have carefully examined the provisions of this proposed game
law, and in my opinion they meet the immediate requirements
of the case and will prevent the ruthless extermination of wild
animals in Alagka. It is high time we acted in this matter. The
* cruel and unnecessary slanghter of wild game animals in Alaska
at the present time, and for the past few years, has been as wanton
as it has been enormous; and if the wholesale slaughter is not
stopped by a drastic game law the birds and wild animals will
soon be exterminated. Nearly all of them are killed for their
gking. I hold in my hand and will read a letter just received,
dated March 14, 1902, from a gentleman I know well—a shipping
agent at Wrangell, Alaska. is letter is as follows:

MCKINX0NX WHARF AND FORWARDING COMPANY,

Wrangell, Alaska, March 14, 1902,
Dx.afR SlriR: Asit hasvhaet% st%ni;e t.im%i si&oa Ilast wrote you, I will now pen
5 'l'tni.n.lng 8 CO .

wg:: %‘Snt'ﬁ;% been ver m.iﬁutthis winte:lualn SNOW very scarce, as it
has snowed only three timesfrom November 29, 1801, to the 1st of the present
month, and the snow then being about 2 inches deep. At the present time
we have the largest fall of snow of the season, it being 5 inches deep, but it
ggssttgjrltled ffo t.{l:in and I suppose within the next forty-eight hours it will
§ow. in last Fﬁ'itér snow on the ground at present brings the nsual
slaughter of our deer, and knowing you to be a true sportsman (from hunt-
ing with you in the past three seasons) I know you will certainly help to give

us A peoplea g:ma law that will protect the deer of our district.

You know from {‘ﬁg on the ground that there are thousands of deer
glaughtered in this district simply for their hides. I myself have shlmd
about 4,000 deer skins within the last six mo&.ﬁmﬂ I hnneatl{hethink t
at least 8,500 of the deer killed were simply for the hides, the carcasses
being left on the frou.nd to rot or eaten ¥ wolves,

e amount of deer I refer to is simply a few that come to Wrangell for
shipment, all killed within a radius of 50 miles of our fown. Just think how
marlg there must be slaughtered in the thousands of square miles of our
no

ern country of Alaska.
Now, if you can help get us & game law, you will have the eternal friend-
ghip of all good law-abiding citizens of this far-away Alaska.

f you can drop me a line and suggest any way in which I can promote this
game law, I yon would kindly do so, as I would willingly give any
reasonable amount of time and money to get the law that we need so ¥
in order to protect the deer of our country.

e law to protect the deer,

to hear from you in regard totg
J. F. COLLINS.
Hon. WILLIAM SULZER, Washington, D.C.

remain, sincerely, yours,

Mr. Speaker, that lefter is true. It speaks for itself, and the
story it tells justifies the immediate passage of this bill. I have
spent some time in Alaska, and I know whereof I speak when I
say that much additional testimony of a like character could be
adduced if necessary. In fact, the citizens generally in Alaska
are anxious that the wild game there should be protected by a
stringent law immediately enacted by Congress. Judge M. C.
Brown, of the United States district court for Alaska, tersely
sums up the sitnation at the present time in a recent letter to a
friend, from which I now quote. The learned judge says:

Some law should be by Congress at this session that will put an end
to this indiscriminate slaughter of game. And the one thing that will stop

the indiscriminate slanghter is the prevention of the hides hei shi
from the country or soﬁi, and making it an offense against the l:vgv, wEEeg

severe penalty, for any vessel or other medium of transportation to receive

such hides for shipment or to have them in their rpose
and punish: anj?m tion or shipment of ﬁ'das ct{éggl?;:}ugh : main-
land or any of the islands of Alaska. Tgis will tend to save the game, and
eventually to save the In from starvation. Of course this law should
ap;}ly to moose, elk, mountain goat, mountain sheep, etc., as well as to deer.

he mountains in this coun rise out of the sea, as it were, from the
islands as well as on the shore of the mainland, and run up to great heights,
‘When the snow falls in ter the deer are driven down to the shores of the
sea for subsistence, and the Indians are said to gather in a bunch of deer as
high as 500 in number, and these are driven into the deep snow in some can-
P D e
be extinguished entirely Ey such me el i

When the code for Alaska was enacted two years ago, it em-
braced much of the preexisting laws, and also included many new
features. Congress had formerly made the laws of the State of
Oregon applicable to Alaska. The game laws of Oregon were
therefore in force, and thongh not entirely adapted to the situa-
tion in Alaska were found very useful. The committee in charge
of the revision found the subject of game protection quite com-
plicated, owing to the great variety of conditions to be met, and
therefore omitted these laws altogether and left Alaska wholly
without any statutory protection. As Alaska is the greatest wild-
game region now remaining in America the misfortune of such
a condition strongly appeals to Congress for prompt action.

The indiscriminate slaughter of wild game birds and animals
in Alaska is monstrous and most deplorable. The wanton slaugh-
ter of this game by the natives—not for food purposes, but for the
small sum they can get for the skins—is a crying shame. Last
summer I was told in Alaska that nine-tenths of the large game,
like moose, elk, caribou, sheep, goats, and deer, when slaughtered
by the vandal natives, are stripped of their skins and the carcasses
left on the ground torot. It is said, and I haveno reason to doubt
it, that more than 20,000 of these skins were shipped from sonth-
eastern Alaska last year. What a cruel shame it all is. If Con-
gress does not stop it now, these amimals in Alaska will soon be as
scarce as the buffalo. Year in and year out this frightful slangh-
ter goes on, but I believe it has been carried on to a greater ex-
tent in southeastern Alaska by the natives than in any other part
of the district. In the winter and spring, when the snow is heavy
on the mountains and even to the %eacfm, these animals seek the
shores of the islands, They become weak, and when run into a
snowdrift can be killed with a club. A single native has been
Inown to bring in as many as 150 skins of animals which he has
killed in this fashion. He makes no attempt to use the meat.
All he wants is the skin to sell at the store, This does not bring
him very much, for it is a winter skin and therefore not very de-
sirable by the dealer. This all can be corrected by prohibiting
the exportation of deer hides from Alaska. The native will have
no incentive then to kill deer simply for their hides. The hides
of those which he kills for himse].fphe can make use of for his own
moccasins and other articles of clothing.

In this connection, Mr, Speaker, I wish to call the attention of
the House to the following, which I deem very important. The
grand juryof the United States district court of Alaska, assembled
at Juneau January 3, 1901, ask for the enactment of a game law
for Alaska, and in their resolutions use the following langunage:

Whereas it is within the 3
December, 1800, term of the ﬁhﬁglgd Lat?;e %%%ﬂtifm% i%l{'i%:
division No. 1 thereof, and assembled from all parts of said division and be-

ing thoroughly conversant with F conditions, that there has been and
is & wanton and willful destruction of game in this district; that it is an
acknow; fact that thonsands of deer are killed annually for their hide,
which sells for the paltry sum of 40 cents, while their carcasses are left to
decompose or be devoured by wild . Congress has sadly neglected to
make an:i'jprovimon for the protection of our game, the nat meat supply
of the natives and of the miners and prospectors who are hundreds of miles
from the markets of the district, pr ing and developing our great

mi?emzlm That Cor h"”"’%%’”‘& it is hereby, petitioned to inse
€80 : mgress be, and i ereby, I rt in the
Alaska criminal code the following game law: " .

l“ %‘hnt ANy person or persons, oorporatéiion or oorpmtéans. offering for
gale in, or any person or persons, corporation or corporations, or common
carrier receiving for exportation frompghe district ofrﬂna]m tﬁ‘a flesh of the
deer, moose, ceu'ﬁ)ou, elk, mountain sheep or goat, goose, brant, duck, grouse
or ptarmigan, or the hides or horns of the deer, moose, caribou, elk, mountain
sheep or goat, shall be deemed guilty.of a misdemeanor and punished by a
fine of not more than $500 or imprisonment in the county jail not more than

one vear, or both.
L,ch said district shall

) and every dlla.guty TUnited States marshal within
be ex officio game warden for their respective districts, and shall receive as

compensation for said service one-half of all fines collected by due process of
h%undprt&gm&; ted by th d jury Ji 3, 1901
nanimously adop y the gran anu y
i et ? EBNER, Foreman,
. D. GARFIELD, Secretary.

Mr, Ebner, the foreman of that grand jury, is a distingnished
citizen of Juneau, whom I have had the pleasure of meeting and
talking with re ing this subject.

This bill amply protects the Indian natives and allows them at
all times fo kill wild birds and animals for food and clothing. If
a_also provides that miners, campers, and fravelers on a journey
in need of food may at any time kill such game birds and ani-
mals as may be necessary for food. No true sportsman can take
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exception to the provisions of this bill, and every lover of wild
animals will, I feel confident, commend its enactment into law.
The highest consideration for the natives, whose chief food sup-

ly will be exhausted when the game is exterminated, and the
imperative duty of each member of this House charged with the
responsibility of protecting our wild animals and game birds de-
mand, in my judgment, the immediate and unanimous passage
of this wise, farseeing, and commendable measure. [Applause.]

Mr. LACEY. Now I'willyiéld tothe gentleman from Georgia.

Mr. MADDOX, I just want to say, Mr. Speaker, that when
this bill was being read I discovered that it was a very long bill,
and tried my best to hear what was in it, but counld not. I
noticed thatit provided for fines and forfeitures and one thing and
another, and so far as I was concerned I was satisfied after the
gentleman from Iowa had made his statement, and I have no
objection.

Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say in connection with
the bill that the committee to which it was referred has carefully
investigated the matter. I simply ask the privilege of inserting
in my remarks the report of the judge of the district where the

eis—

The SPEAKER. TUnanimous consent has not yet been given.
After that matter is settled, the Chair will ize the gentle-
man. Is there objection to the present consideration of the bill?
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none. Now the Chair recog-

nizes the gentleman from uri.
be recognized, and I will yield to the

Mr. LACEY. Iask to
gentleman from Missouri.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa yields to the gen-
tleman from Missouri.

Mr. LLOYD. Isimply want to ask unanimous consent that I
may insert as a part of my remarks the statement of the judge of
the judicial district in Alaska, and also the report of the grand
jury of that distriet, which took this matter into consideration
and reported the fact that there were vast hordes of animals there
that were being destroyed, and that it was n that Con-
g::ss take immediate action in order to protect the game of that

istrict.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani-
mous consent to include in his remarks the matters just referred
to by him. Without objection, this privilege will be granted.

There was no objection.

Mr. LLOYD. . The statement of the judge was as follows:

DEPARTMEST OF JUSTICE, UNITED STATES DisTRICT COURT,
FIrsT DIVISION, DISTRICT OF ALASKA,
Juneau, Alaska, January %, 1502,

My DEAR BrEcRONS: The slaughter of gzme in this country is becomin
‘monstrous. It is said that no less than 15,000 deer hides were shi out o
sontheast Alaska during last season. It is aliogether probable that the
slaughter of deer will be as great this winter. The resultisself-evident—that
within two or three years the game supply will be wholly exhausted and the

- patives laft without food supply,and in order to live at all they will have to
be subsisted by the Government.

The natives elaughter this game, not for food purposes, but to secure the
price they obtain for the hides, whichis a very ﬁ‘&ing sum—some 40 cents on
the average. Of course they use such portions of the animal for food as their
immediate necessities demand, but it is safe to say that nine-tenths of the deer
slanghtered are left upon the ground torot. Iam not tgersomlly cognizant
of aﬁ these matters, but the whole question was before the grand jury a year
ago this winter, and after diligent inquiry the grand jury reported upon the

matter. A

Some law should be passed by Congressat this session that will put an end
to this indiscriminate slaughter of game. .%rﬁ?me law not as stringent in
terms as ours in W{ommg mantirequcta_ 1l answer every purpose here.
And the one thing that will stop the indiscriminate slaughter is the preven-
tion of the hides shi from the cduntry or sold, and malking it an
offense against the law, with a severe penalty, for any vessel or other me-
dium of transportation to receive such hides for shipment or to have them
in their possession for such purpose, and punishing any t rtation or
shipment of hides either from the mainland or any of the islands of Alaska.
This will tend tosave the game, and eventually to save the Indians from star-
vation. Of course this law should apply to moose, elk, mountain goat, moun-
tain sheep, etc., as well as to deer.

The mountains in this country rise out of the sea, as it were, from the is-
lands as well as on the shore of the mainland, and run up to great heights.
When the snow falls in winter the deer are driven down to the shores of the
sea for subsistence, and the Indians are said to gather in a bunch of deer as
high as 500 in number, and these are driven into the deep snow in some
canyon and then the Indians kill them with clubs and wipe out the bunch of
deer gathered in that way. It is easy to understand how rapidly they may
b2 extinguished entirely by such methods.

M. C. BROWN,

Very sincerely, yours, " 3
Judge United States District Court,
First Division, District of Alaska.
J. A. BRECKOXNS, Esq., Washington, D. C.

The grand jury report referred to is as follows:

The grand jury of the United States district court of Alaska, assembled at
Junean, in resolutions adopted by them January 8, 1901, ask for the enactment
of a game law for Alaska, and in their resolutions use the following hn‘fmfa

e

“Whereas it is within the knowledge of the grand jury duly impaneled or

the December, 1900, term of the United States district conurtof Alaska in and
for division No.1 thereof, and assembled
and being thoronghly conversant wi
been and is a wanton and ) ]
ifi an acknowledged fact that thousands of deer are killed annually for their

da, which sells for the paltry sum of 40 cents, while their carcasses are left
to decompose or be devoured by wild beasts. Congress had sa lected
to make any provision for the protection of our game, the na meat
supply of the natives and of the miners and prospectors whoare hundreds of

_from é&élnguta of said_division
th existing tions, that there has
willful destruction of game in this district; that it

miles from the markets of the district, prospecting and developing our great
mineral resources: Therefore, be it %
* Resol That Congress be, and it is hereby, petitioned to insertin the
Alaska code the following game law: 5 .
““*That any person or persons, corporation or corporations, offering for
sale in, or any person or persons, corporation or corpora or common
carrier, receiving for exportation from, the district of Alaska the flesh of the
deer, moose, caribou, elk, mountain sheep or goat, goose, brant, duck, grouse
or ptarmigan, or the hides or horns of the deer, moose, bou, elk, moun-
tain sheep or t, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor and shed
a fine of not more than $500 or imprisonment in the county jail not more
n one year, or both. S =
**Each and every daputg United States marshal within said district shall
be ex officio game warden for their respective districts, and shall receive as
compensation for said service one-half of all fines collected by due process of
e ity adaptad by s djuryy 3, 1901
“Unanimo op grand j ANUATY 4
“WM. M. EBENER, Foreman.
“(C. D. GARFIELD, Secretary.”

Mr. LACEY. Iask to insert with my remarks the report of
the committee. The report is exhausted, and this will be better

than to have a reprint. !
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous

consent to insert in the RECORD the report of the committee upon
the bill now before the House. 'Without objection, this authority
will be given. :

There was no objection.

The report is as follows:

The Committee on the Territories, to whom was referred the bill (H. R.
11535) for the protection of game in the district of Alaska, and for other pur-
EIR?& having Eid bill under consideration, report the same with the fol-

ywing amen
First. Amend the title of the bill by striking out the words " the district
of," so that the title of the bill will read as follows: “*A bill for the protection

of game in Alaska, and for other p Tk
nd. In line 14, 1, strike out the words * the Territory ™ and insert
in liey thereof the w * Alaska.”

Third. On page 2, line 3, after the word * Eskimo,” insert the words “or

by miners, explorers, or travelers on a journey when in need of food.”

Fourth. On page 2, in line 18, after the word “established,” insert the
words “ or provide different close seasons for different parts of Alaska.”

Fifth. On page 3, in line 16, after the word ‘‘animals,” insert the words
“or game birds,” and in said line 16 gtrike out the words ** the Territory of;"
g0 that the same will read “ of any game animals or game birds in Alaska;
also, on page 3, line 17, insert the word *‘game” before the word * birds;"
also, on page 3, in line 20, insert the word **game™ before the word ** birds.”

Sixth. On page 4, in line 1, after the word **shipment,” insert the words
“or have in possession with intent to ship;" also, on page 4, in lines 1 and 2,
strike out the words “ the said district” and insert in lieu thereof the word
“ :" also, on page 4, in line 2, after the word ‘‘ deer,” insert the words
“ moose, mountain sheep, or mountain goat,” so that that portion of said sec-
tion will read as follows; “ For any other person to receive for shipment, or
have in possession with intent to ship out of Alaska, any hides or carcasses
of mribort]:kdeor, moose, mountain sheep, or mountain goat;” also, on page 4,
line 7, strike out the words * the said district ™ and insert in lieu thereof the
WO i n .

Seventh. On page 4.in line 16,after the word * punished,” insertthe words
“for each offense;” also, on page 4, in lines 24 and 25, strike out the words
*“the Territory of.” - )

And asabove amended the committee recommend that the biil do pass.

Bome of the salient features of this bill are as follows:

Prohibits wanton destruction of game animals, game birds, nests, and

e
gﬁuhibits killing of any game animal or game hird except in specified sea-

SOmS.
Prohibits the killing of certain of the female game sfpecias at any time.
Prohibits the sale or offering for sale at any time of the skins and heads

of game animals or birds. . y
Enhiblts the sale of game animals or birds at any time save during the

season when it is lawful to kill the same. -

Prog;'vbits the shipment out of Alaska of skins or carcassesof gameanimals
or bir

Provides that miners, campers, or travelers on a journey, in need of food,
may at any time kill such game birds or animals as are necessary for food.

vides that the Indians and Eskimo may atall time kill game animals
or birds for their food or c.lothmg.l

Provides for puni nt for the violation of its provisions by fine or im-
P us bl s for Its object the protection and tion of th

is bi or its object the pro and preservation of the C]
birds and animals of . When the code for Alaska was enactecfﬁo
years ago it embraced much of the preexisting laws, and also included many
new features. Congress had formerly made the laws of the State of Oregon
applicable to Alaska. The game laws of Oregon were therefore in force, and

uugI!E not entirely adapted to the situation in Alaska, were found VEry use-
ful. The committee in charge of the revision found the subject of game pro-
tection quite complicated owing to the great variety of conditions to be met,
and therefore omitted these laws altogether, and left Alaska wholly without
any statutory protection for the e within her borders.

As Alaska is the greatest wild-game region now remaining in America,
the naisfortune of sucha condition strongly appeals to Congress for a prompt
remedy.

It msimrdly possible that the bill should be perfect in all respects or meet
all the requirementsin Alaska. It must be remembered that tomw a game
bill for so large a country is a vastly different and far more difficult matter
than to draw such a bill for any single State or Territory of the Union. In
any one of the States of the Union (even the ln.r]ﬁ]ast of them) the of
territory em is comparatively small, and the game conditions in all
parts of the State are substantially similar. The drawing of aNgamB bill for

Alaska is equivalent to attempting in a single law to cover the New England,
Atlantic, and Middle Btates, or like trying to make a single game bill road
enough in its provisions to cover all the country west of the Lﬁmm issippi River

to the summit of the Rocky Mountains,

Alaska con;gensa_n vast stretch of territory, and in the different 1pﬂ.ﬂ;s
thereof are widely different seasons and varying conditions. It is manifestl
very difficult, therefore, in the provisions of one bill to meet all these dﬁ
cul satisfac y. We have attemgggd to meet them by vesting a large
amount of power and discretion in the Secretary of Agricnl{m-a 'ﬁla latter
part of section 2 of the bill provides: =

“That retary of Ag-lcu.ltnre is hereby authorized, whenever he
ghall deem it necessary for the preservation of game ani or to
make and publish rules and regugsﬁons which shall modify the close season

for different parts of Alaska, or place further restrictions and limitations on
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the killing of such animals or birds in any given locaﬁg or to prohibit kill-
entirely for a period not exceeding five years in su 1oca1ity."

any new country travelers and miners will kill game in season

and out of it for the supply of their immediate wants; and they should be so

autho by law, so as not to be forced to violate the law. The amend-
ment ¥ the committee to meet this necessity is substantially the
same as that in foree in the Northwest Territory of the Eominjun of Canada,

and which your committee are informed has operated sucmsl‘u]ige}herein.
In this enlightened day, with the experience-of the recent past before us,
it needs no argunment to show that the wanton and indiscriminate slaughter
of game birds and fish should be curbed bg law. The desolate woods and
barren streams in other partsof the United States serve asa solemn warnin
%s tl: the fate of these creatures in Alas tely protecte
W.
srIi; was indeed unfortunate thatat this critical time, when Alaska is becom-
ing settled, that a period of nearly two years should occur in which there
should be no law whatever upon this subject, and the necessity of speedy
relief is obvious,
The reports from that country are uniform that Congressional action

ghould not be delayed.

The prohibition of game shipments from Alaska and the suppression of
commerce in hides do more to stop the indiscriminate ion of
animal life than any other enactment that can be devised.

Indians will wholly destroy their food supg[ly for the trifling compensation
that they receive for the skins of their victims, The slaughter of deer and

* other animals for the purpose of shipping the hides should be wholly sup-

Judge Melville C. Brown, judge of the United Btates district court of
for the Juneau division, writes the following letter on this subject:
DEPARTMENT OF J nmc% UxiTep STATES DIisTRICT COURT,
TRST DIVISION, DISTRICT OF ALASKA,
Juneawn, Alaska, January 25, 1902,
My DEAR BRECKONS: The alauﬁ?at:r of in this country is becoming
monstrous. It is said that no less 15,000 deer hides were shipped out of
southeast Alaska during last season. It is ait.oﬁ‘ether praobable that the
slaughter of deer will be as great this winter. The result is self-evident:
that within two or three years the game su]ggiy will be wholly exhausted

and the natives left without food supply, and in order to live at all they will
have to be subsisted by the Government.
The natives slaughter this game, not for food p but to secure the

price they obtain for the hides, which isa very t sum—some 40 cents

on the av . Of course they use such portions of animal for food as

their immediate necessities demand, but it is safe to say that nine-tentis of

the deer slanghtered are left upon the ground torot. I am not personall

cognizant of all these matters, but the whole question was before the gran

mag year &go tb{awinter. and after diligent inquiry the grand jury re-
upon the matter,

Some law should be passed by Congress at this session that will put an end
to this indiscriminate slaughter of game. A game law, not as stringent in
terms as ours in W o@wﬂim many mym answer every purpose here.
And the one thing that stop the inate slaughter is the prevention
of the hides being sh':_lt]]:ped from the country or sold, and making it an offense
against the law, with a s2vere ﬁa‘nal , for any vessel or other medium of
transpcigt.a};lou to receive a'ﬂchd des og ahpme?:s or torht.:t‘.-ie that:h 1;1 theh':
possession for such purpose, and punishing an: NSpo! on or shipmen
of hides, either tron}) the mniulnm!’ or any of Lhey islands of Alaska. Thiswill
tend to save the game, and eventually to save the Indians from starvation.
Of course this law should apply to moose, elk, mountain goat, mountain

etc., as well as to deer, -

e mountains in this country rise out of the sea, as it were, from the
islands as well ason the shore of the mainland, and run ugow great heights‘
‘When the snow falls in winter the deer are driven down to the shores of the
sen for snbsistence, and the Indians are said to gather in a bunch of deer as
high as 500 in number, and these are driven into the deepsnow insome canyon
an% then the Indians kill them with clubs and wipe out the bunch of deer

thered in that wng Itis eas{'hto understand how rapidly they may be ex-
g:gnisbed entirely by such methods. e

Very sincerely, yo M.C.B .
s e Judge, United States District Court,
First Division, District of Alaska.
J. A. BRECKONS, Esq., Washington, D. C.

The grand jury of the United States district court of Alaska,assembled at
Juneau, in resolutions ad by them January 3, 1801, ask for the enact-
ment of a ggme law for , and in their resolutions use the following

5 Wﬁraas it is within the knowledge of the grand jury duly igxgnelad
for the December, 1900, term of the United States court of ka, in
and for division No. 1 thereof, and assembled from all parts of said division
and being thoroughly conversant with existing conditions, that there has
been and is a wanton and willful destruction of game in this district; that it
is an acknowledged fact that thousands of deer are killed annually for their
hide, which sells for the paltry sum of 40 cents, while their carcasses are left
to decompose or be devoured by wild beasts, Congress has sadly neglected
to make any provision for the protection of our game, the natural meat sup-
‘p!ﬁ of the nativesand of the miners and prospectors who are hundreds of
from the mar of the district, prospecting and developing our great
mineral resources: Therefore, be it )
* Resolved, That Con, be, and it is hereby, petitioned to insert in the
Alaska criminal eode the following game law: -
“‘That any person Or persons, corporation or corporations, offering for
sale in, or any person or persons, corporation or corporations, or common
carrier receiving for exportation from, the district of Alaska the flesh of the
deer, moose, bou, elk, mountain sheep or goat, goose, brant, duck, grouse
or ptarmigan, or the hides or horns of the deer, moose, earibou, elk, mountain
sheep or goat, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor and ed bya
fine of not mﬁorehthan $500 or imprisonment in the county jail not more than
e year, or both.
one ‘yEach and every dnput?r United States marshal within said district shall
be ex officio game warden for their respective districts, and shall receive as
compensation for said service one-half of all fines collected by due process of
4 {‘Indanimunsr el ?Cté‘d" pted by th dj Ji 3. 1901
“Una: opted by the grand jury January -l
i “WM. M. EBNER, Foreman.
“(, D. GARFIELD, Secretary.”
The following letter from A. 8. Dautrick, of Juneau, Alaska, is self-explan-
atory, not only of the situation, but also as to the feeling of the people of
At&gin regarding this much-desired legislation:
JUNEAU, ALASKA, February 18, 1902,
My DEAR CusaMAN: You will remember that at various times we have
talked about some sort of a game law for Alaska, and the last time you told
me that you would look into the matter. I imagine, however, that a multi-
tude of other things have prevented you. The nﬁ:ter of deer in the dis-
trict is so outrageous that unless some law is passed the last territory for the

sportsman willbegg‘yad out. Ithinkthatyon w'illsigree with me that itshould
have some protection in the way of & game law. Please let me know whether
6u care to prepare such a bill or if you would prefer to have some one up
ere do it and forward to you to have it introduced.
Yours, truly,

Hon. FRANCIS W. CUSHMAN, M. C.,
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.
The following documents from the rtment of the Interior, the Attor-
ney-General of the United States, and letter fromn Mr. Dall De Weese will
also throw a great deal of light upon the situation in Alaska:

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR,
Washington, February 1, 1902,

Sim: I have the honor to transmit herewith a copy of a letter from Mr.
Dall De Weese, of Canon City, Colo., received by reference from the President,
calling attention to the necessity for legislation looking to the protection of
large game in Alaska, together with copy of a letter from the honorable the
Attorney-General, to whose attention the matter was directed and at whose
instance this communication is written.

Copies of Mr. De Weese's letter were transmitted to the Senate and House
Committees on Territories, r tively, on the 15th nltimo.

In this connection attention is directed to the recommendation contained
in the Report of the Secretary of the Interior for the fiscal year ended June
30, 1899, a i{of which is herewith transmitted, submitting an amendment
to the act of March 3, 1809, ** To define and punish crimes in the District of
Ahak%,“ looking to the protection of deer in that Territory. -

ery respectfully,
E. A. HITCHCOCK, Secretary.
Hon. JouN F. LACEY,
Chairman Committee on Public Lands, House of Representatives.

A. 8. DAUTRICE.

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE,
Washington, D. C., Janwary 21, 1902,

Sir: Thave the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your note of January
16, 1202, inclosing a copy of a letter from Dall De Weese, of Canon City, Colo..
to the President, dated December 1, 1901, and a copy of the Annual Report of
the Secretary of the Interior for the year ending June 30, 1899, all of which
has reference to the protection of game in the Territory of Alaska. :

I note with approval the sgog({msdon in your report above referred to of an
amendment of the criminal e of Alaska with a view to game preservation
there, as also the suggestion of Mr. De Weese in the same direction. ButI
am not sufficiently familiar with the situation in Alaska to be able to express
an opinion whether these are just those best suited to the conditions otp that
Territory, nor as to how far the natives there, who are tosome extent de-
pendent upon game for subsistence, should be included in the prohibition,
nor whether other kinds of game than those mentioned in either on
should not be included.

* At the request of Hon. J. F. LACEY, chairman of the House Committee on
Pablic Lands, T recentl{agave him a statement m views as to the power
of Congress in this matter. And while that ref chiefly to the question
of such power as to the public lands within the limits of a State, yet it also
refe to the same question in the Territories. Perhaps it w0u¥d be well
to refer the communication of Mr. De Weese with this and a reference to the
snggestions in your to him, as I think he is much interested in the sub-
ject. And I suppose t many useful suggestions would be obtained from

OVernor Brad% of that Territory, not only as to how far the natives should
be included in the prohibition, but also as to the kinds of gams that should
bo protected. in what seasons of the year the prohibition should be operative,
either as to all or some kinds of game, and whether it should not be operative
the year round as to some kinds.

Respectfully, P. C. KNOX, :
. Attorney-General,
The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR.

PROTECT ALASKA GAME,
CAxox City, Coro., December 1, 1901,
The PRESIDENT:

This is a subject that appeals to every * true-blue sportsman,” every lover
of animal life, and all those who see uty in nature, embradng%rests,
plains, and mountains throughout our entire country, and while the woods,
plains, and mountains are naturally beautiful, we all a that they are
much more grand and lifelike when the wild animals and birds are present.
There are now several organizations doing work toward the preservation of
wild amimal and bird life. There is much yet for us to do—resolve is to act;
let us be up and at it.

For twenty years of my life I have taken my fall outing, embracing the
greater part of North America. Ihave made trips in recent years to varions

rt2 of our mountains, where I hunted eighteen to twenty years ago, and it

n{palliug to note how rapidly the wild ani are disappearing. While T
am but 43 years of age, I have seen in this short period the extermination of
our b ; at the time of my first trip west there were millions. The ante-
lope at that time were thuustmds—tha{ are now reduced to dozens, here and
there, There were also elk yet u]?_‘pn t ;lens—now there are none. There
were bigon in our mountains within 25 miles of the place in which I am writ-
ing. Idoubt if there are 20 wild bison now in the United States. I have seen
thousands of deer in Montana, Idaho,lUtah. Mexico, and Colorado, where
these numbers are now, comparatively, reduced to one, three, five, and
twenties. The “ big horn™ mountain sheep (Ovis montana) that were #ien
bundreds are now reduced with comparative ratio to the rest.

‘When I was hunting in New Brunswick in 1806 I was told by good author-
ity that these conditions were not quite so bad there, and that the enforce-
ment of their laws was the safeguard thore as well as in Maine.

During my four seasons' hunting in Alaska, my observations from past
experience foreshadows that without stringent laws and their rigid enforce-
ment the big game of Alaska is doomed to as rapid an extermination as it
was upon the plains and mountains of Colorado. I will narrate one instance:
‘When in the Kenai Mountains, Alaska, on the 23d day of August, 1807 (from
?;f diary), Mr. Belﬁand myself, while s:_ttm%!‘.ogether on the monntain side,

th theaid of a field glass, counted 500 wild white sheep (Ovis dalli), all within
a radius of 6 to 8 miles, 10 here, 6 there, then 20 and 30 in another locality.
Can a true hunter oralover of nature imagine a more beautiful sight? I.oog:
here and there were grand old towering mountains, all snow ca; , Some
furrowed with gaping canyons, some separated with a mighty glacier, others
with a gradual slope, carpeted with nutritious grass, upon which these beau-
tiful denizens of the snowy mountains of the north loiF:red about in groups,
either feeding or resting.

I was in these same mountains a in 1808, my wife accompanying me
there in 1899. I wanted her to see what had at that time never before been
a woman's pleasure. Iwas in these same mountains again this season (1901),
and there is no question about the Ovis dalli decreasing in numbers; it is per-
ceptible. If mineral should be disco in these moun and with no
laws to protect

Ve
this animal, they would be exterminated in a very short
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time,
had been hunting, four carcasses were lying on one small hill, nof
been muaehed, the heads of horns being too small and the work of

In 1800 when ng through a section where a *“so-called il
passing throug sportsman A ng

and preserving too great to suit his—I was going to say his “sport™-ship,
bu{nwﬁl makme h‘tr mwgl.f den& teoy “killed four sh two of which killed

e.an onr eep, two of which were
by my wife. We co mkiﬁeds hundred. E“bjsseﬂaon(lml)wekﬂled
but one, as we needed it for meat, also one bull caribo

The natives are very destructive to sheep. Ihave eeen them in parties of
their own shoot sheep. and if it ran off wounded or fell over a low c].rﬁ th
never went after it; *'too much work; shoot more.” When in
never allow a native to carrya The conditieus I have men oned re—
garding sheep exterminaﬁon the aame will & moose and caribou.

Now, l.hen dear reader, if have sai gout this transformation of
$ lenty to almost exterm.matmn is s0 pe tible in one man's

rtlite, weallen.n see its finish in the course of a very few years unless we
act quick while there is yet time.

Alaska is a new munhz and a good portion of it is uninhsbitable for man,
and in this ct it is thus more suitable for game; and there is less excuse
for its betng gaﬁgh‘hered on account of the conntry not being desirable for
the use of *“home seekers.” I am sorry to say it, although it )strue. that
‘where the cl:.mnnc conditions are favorable for the advancement of civiliza-
tion and the * tiller " of the soil, just sosure is the doom of in that land,
remote and ble localities and game preserves that extend to the win-
ter Ieed.ing grounds excepted.

It is not necessary that big game be slaughtered to furnish the **meat
stuff in Alaska, for where man can goa pack train can soslso then it is
made ble for the ns, then railroads. Neither is it necessary that
game be slaughtered for the native food sup]‘allly yet let them kill what they
will actually use; and if our Government would t‘boroufhly instruct the mis-
sionaries and priests of Alaska to intercede with the natives on behalf of the
game, much gooil could be done. Teach them the in killmgthe female
and the young of any and all animals. I have talked with nativesin my
camp and noticed that it was hard for them to conceive it, yet by constant
t.eacgmg it will have its effect. I believe that some suchgame laws as I here-
after mention would be effective in Alaskn if enforced.

My twenlg-seven years of experience in hunting has convinced me that

the * market meat hunter* is the most destructive to the bis game. Where
mining localities are remote from railroads or steamshi mnu&o tion,
“meat stuff " is correspondingly expensive; hence if gamea “meat

hunter " finds a profitable business and he is always on hand.

Make the law and enforece it whereby it is a penal offense coupled with s
fine of 8100 for each offense where a party or parties offer for sale or
the flesh of any game animal or bird at any spot or place in Alaskan terrl-
tory, the same law to apply to any and every eemgauy or individualattempt-
milt;) ip or transport game of any kind out of the Temt-ory

ke a nonresident license law re‘}mrmg every sportsma g to hunt
and hunting in Alaska to w &0 for t pnvﬂeg-e, nmi that s sum allows
him to take out of the To one species killed by
him. The same law to prowde n cense 3101). which wonld gwathe
sportsman or hunter taking out that lieenee the and transport
two mens of each Sﬁmes of animal killed by mﬂ that he is not al-
lowed to take out more than thisquota. The money thus paid to the district
oners, who might be the nearest master where the hunting is
done, and this money to be used, first, for the prosecution of a person or per-
sons violating this law, and an surpiu.s that might accumulate in one year
over il , that surplus to go to the native school fund of that district.

e 8 wthst ives an open season only on game from August 15 to No-
vember 1, with a e of $100 for its violation. This law should appl to
natives also, as well as nonresidents, except where the animal is shot
s A igmﬁ&m{e f':m]‘ziigit ljrtam th fro loying

a law that pro aspc- e1 or of erpersona m 0
natives or other men for killing E animals or birds, for in dg‘lng
most of the meat lswasted and the heads shi and sold.

Make a law prohibiting the killin, ocF of the big brown bear (Ursus midden-
dorfli) on k Island for a of five yen.m This would in no way be
an injustice to the natives, as this island now containsso few of these animals
that hunting them is no longer profitable, and neither do the natives depend
on this for snpport.

Negotiations should be commenced with Great Britain to im &)lnre them to
pass some such laws that would coincide with ours that wonl gov‘ern that
part of the Yukon or British territory (Columbia) that cﬁ

I know full well what objections ba made to sw laws b “fur trad-
ers,” hide and head hunters, but is it right that the nd old bull moose and
bull earibou or the great old ram * Ovis Dalli" be t down by the native,

id for so doing by the **so-called smen,” and enly the head taken from

e carcass and that shipped out and sold? I say, is it right that this should
be permitted for the gain of a few individuals at the expense of the lives of
all the big game of that country, as well as the lovers of nature and the
“true-blue sportsmen not yet born, to all whom we are ble?

Let us all act now and use our influence to have some measures appertain-
ing hereto properly brought before the coming session of Congress with the
earnest appeal for their enactment.

I have talked several times with Hon. J. G. Brady, governor of Alaska, re-
garding this subject, and he urged me to formulate some practical measure
and he would give it his support.

Yours, fraternally, DALL DE WEESE,
Canon Cily, Colo,

The following extract is taken from the last annual report of Governor
John Brady, of %]aska, to the honorable wm% of the Interior.

No language could state more clearly or fo ly than the report of the

vernor, not only that a game law is needed for Alaska, but that said game

w should contain the provisions which are contained in this bill,

[Report of Governor Brady, of Alaska, on game,]
GAME LAYW.

Congress should enact a game law for this district. The large game, like
the moose, caribou, and common deer, need protection. The wanton slaugh-
ter of deer has been carried on to a great extent in southeast Alaska by the
natives. In the winter and spring, when the snow is heavy upon the moun-
tains and even to the beach, these animals seek the shores of the island.
They become weak, and when run into a snowdrift can be killed with a club.
A gingle native known to bring in as many as 150 skins of animals
which he has killed in this fashion. He makes no attempt to use tha mmt
All he wants is the skin to sell at the store, This does not bring
much, for it is a winter skin and therefore not very desirable by the dealer
This all can be corrected by prohibiting the aﬁfmtion of deer hides from
Alaska. Thenative will have no incennve to deer simply for their hides,
The hides of those which he kills for himself or to sell he can make use of for
his own moccasins and other articles of clothing which he uses.

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ments recommended by the committee.
The amendments were agreed to.

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third
aeadmg,da.nd being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third

me, and p

Thet:i amendment to the title recommended by the committee was
agreed to.

On motion of Mr, LACEY, a motion to reconsider the vote by
which the bill was passed was laid on the table.

CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—JAMES A, WALKER AGAINST WILLIAM
F. RHEA, OF VIRGINIA.

Mr. WEEKS, from Committee on Elections No. 3, made a privi-
leged report of the contested-election case of James A. Walker
against William F. Rhea, of Virginia; which was ordered printed,
and referred to the Committee of the Whole House.

CUBAN RECIPROCITY,

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, the Committee on Ways and Means
had printed 500 copies of the hearing upon reciprocity. These
volumes have all been exhausted, and there is a great demand for
additional copies. I therefore ask that 1 ,000 copies be printed.

The SPEA . The gentleman from New York, chairman of
the Committee on Ways and Means, asks unanimous consent that
1,000 copies of the hearings on the Cuban bill be printed for the
use of the House. Does the gentleman from New York indicate
to what room it shall go—to the document room or the folding
room?

Mr, PAYNE. To the document room.

The SPEAKER. The copies to go to the document room. Is
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none.

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker. I move that the House resolve
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the
Union for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 12765) to provide
for reciprocal trade relations avith Cuba.

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. TAWNEY. Under what rule of the House does the chair-
man of the Ways and Means Committee call nup this bill and move
that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House
on the state of the Union for its consideration?

Mr, PAYNE. Itis a bill affecting the revenue,

Mr. TAWNEY. The title of the bill is ** to provide for recip-
rocal trade relations.” I simply want to know whether it is con-
sidered as a revenue bill—that is, whether it was called up on
that ground or some other ground?

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York, chairman
of the Committee on Ways and Means, called it up as a privileged

report. -

Mr. TAWNEY. On what grounds?

The SPEAKER. The bill has not been read to the House and
the Chair can not stateits provisions. Thechairman of the Ways
and Means Committee called it up as a privileged rep

Mr. PAYNE. The ground is that it is a bﬂl affeetmg the
revenue,

The SPEAKER. The Chair will call the attention of the gen-
tleman from Minnesota to Rule X1, clause 59, which provides that
the Committee on Ways and Means may report at any time on
bills raising revenue; and it has been repeatedly held that that
included bills aﬁeennithe revenue. So that under the decisions
under that rule, the Chair is clearly of the opinion that the gen-
tleman has a right to call up the bill.

Mr. TAWNEEY I only wanted to know under what particular
rule or under what provision it is called up,and whether or not it
is becanse it is a revenue bill?

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. Mr. Speaker, I make the
point of order that that bill does not come under the provisions
of the rule referred to by the Chair, and in making that state-
ment I desire to kmow where, and at what time, and by whom
:Jﬁiﬂ question is to be determined. It seems to me, Mr. Speaker,

nf—o

The SPEAKER. What is the understanding of the Chair?
‘Will the gentleman restate his point of order?

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. The point of order is that
the purpose of the bill is not to raise revenue or reduce revenne.

The SP o The gentleman's point is that it is not a

pmele§l

TSON of Louisiana. It is not a privileged ques-
tion and therefore must be brought in by rule or in some other
way got into the House, and not in the manner in which the gen-
tleman isattempting todoit. The bill proposes toproyide recipro-
cal trade relations with Cuba, Themain ge of the bill seems
to be, from discussions that have been had heretofore, that the
bill can not be amended in any way, shape, or form, and under
that ruling, it seems to me, the question of rec:procﬂ;y would be

considered the mmggnestwn, that it is not a bill to raise revenue,
which the rule cally refers to in matters of that kind.
The SP. The Chair has already decided this question

on the point raised by the gentleman from Minnesota.
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Mr. ROBERTSON of Lounisiana. I did-not understand that
the gentleman from Minnesota made the point of order.

The SPEAKER. He made a parliamentary inquiry, and upon
that the question was decided. ?I“ha Chair will call the attention
of the gentleman from Louisiana to a line of decisions where it
has been held again and again that matters affecting the revenue
are privileged under Rule XT.

Mr. NEWLANDS, Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask a ques-
tion. When this bill was under consideration in the Ways and
Means Committee, amendments to the general revenue were of-
fered and declared by the chairman not to be germane to the bill.
Now, I ask if this bill is privileged—

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that the House has
nothing to do with what occurred in committee, What is the
question the gentleman wishes to ask?

Mr. NEWLANDS. I will ask the Chair whether it will be in
order to offer an amendment to this bill affecting the revenue?

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not decide questions until they
come before the Chair, and this is a matter that will come before
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union.
The question is on the motion of the gentleman from New York,
that the House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union.

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. One more inquiry, Mr.
Speaker, in regard to the time of debate and consideration of
this question. I would be glad if the Chair would inform me
whether this is the time to consider that matter—whether it
should be done in the House.

Téw SPEAKER. It can only be done now by unanimous con-
sent.

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. If can be done in Committee
of the Whole, can it not? .

The SPEAKER. By unanimous consent.

g Mr, ROBERTSON of Louisiana. And at what time can it be
one?

The SPEAKER. It can be done in the House upon motion,
and in Committee of the Whole by consent.

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. Then, Mr., Speaker, I would
like to move—

The SPEAKER. It can not be done by motion until after gen-
eral debate.

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. Then, if thisisthe time to con-
sider the question, I ask unanimous consent that the general de-
bate on this bill continue until Wednesday next, to-morrow week;
that at that time the House continue its discussion under the five-
minute rule until its consideration is finished, and then that the
time be fixed for a vote upon the question.

Mr. PAYNE. Re%ﬂr order, Mr. Speaker,

The SPEAKER. e regular order is demanded. The ques-
tion is on the motion that the House resolve itself into Commit-
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union.

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. I asked for unanimons con-
sent——

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE]
has demanded the regular order, which cuts off the power of the
Chair to submit the request for nnanimous consent.

The question was put on the motion to go into Committee of
the Whole House on the state of the Union.

The SPEAKER. The noes appear to have it.

Mr. McCLELLAN. Division.

The House divided; and there were—ayes 107, noes 102,

Mr. FORDNEY. I call for tellers.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Let us have the yeas and nays.

The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering the yeas and
nays. Those in favor of ordering the yeas and nays will rise.
[A pause.] Evidentlya sufficient number; and the yeasand nays
are ordered.

The guestion was taken; and there were—yeas 177, nays 80,
answered ** present *’ 16, not voting 82; as follows:

YEARITT.
Acheson, Burton, Dovener, Greene, Mass,
Adams, Butler, Pa, Draper, Grow, i
Adamson, Caldwell, Driscoll, Hanbury,
Alexander, Candler, Emerson, Haugen,
Allen, Je, Cannon, Evans, Hay,
Babcock, Clark, Finley, Hedge,
Ball, Del. Cochran, Fitzgerald, Hemenway,
Bartholdt, Connell, Fleming, Henry, Conn,
tes, Conner, 088, Henry, .
Bingh: m, Cooper, Wis. Foster, Vt. Hill,
Boutal', Cousins, Fox, Hitt,
Bowie, Cromer, Gardner, N. J. Howard,
Brantley, Crowley, Gibson, Irwin,
Brick, Crumpacker, Gill, ack,
Brownlow, Currier, Gillet, N. Y. Jolmm%
ull, Curtis, Gillett, Mass, Jones, Va,
k, Pa. Dalzell, Goldfogle, Ketcham,
Burke, S, Dak., Davidson, Gooch, Kluttz,
kett, De Armond, Graff, Knapp,
Burleigh, Dinsmore, raham, Knox,
nett, Douglas, Green, Pa. Kyle,

APrIL 8,
Lacey, Mondell Ray,N.Y. Stewart, N. Y,
Landis, oody, Mass, Ragdar, 8 5
Lassi Moody, N. C. Reeves, Sulloway,
Latimer, Moody, Oreg, Reid, Sulzer,
Lawrence, 00T, Rhea, Va. Swanson,
Lessler, Morgan, Richardson, Tenn. Taylor, Ala.
[ever, Morrell, Rixey, Thayer,
Lewis, Fa, 088, Robb, Thomas, Iowa
Lindsay, Mudd, Roberts, irrell,
Littauer, Olmst Robinson, Ind Tompkins, N. Y
Little, Otjen, Ruppert. ngue,
Livingston, gett, Russell, Underwood,
Lloyd, Palmer, Ryan, ver,
._.ong;3 Parker, Salmon, Vreeland,
Loudenslager, Patterson, Pa. Scott, Wachter, .
MeCall, Patterson, Tenn. Selby, Wadsworth,
MecClellan, Payne, Sherman, Wanger,
MecLain, Pearre, Sibley, Watson,
Maddox, Perkins, Williams, 11
Mann, Pierce, Small, Wi
Martin, Pou, Smith, Jowa. Wilson.
Mercer, Powers, Me. Sn 1
Mickey, Powers, Mass, Southwick,
Miller, Pugsley, TTY,
NAYS—80. e
Allen, Ky. Davey, La Kehoe, Richardson, Ala.
Aplin, Davis, Kern, Robertson, La.
Ball, Tex. Dayton, Kleberg, Shafroth,
Bankhead, Esch, Littlefield, Shallenberger
Bartlett, Feely, Lond, Smith, Tl
Bell, Fletcher, McCleary., Emith, Ky.
Bishop, dney, McCulloch, Smith, H. O
Bowersock, Gaines, W. Va. 11, Smith, 8.
Breazeale, Gardner, Mich, Metcalf, Smith, Wm. Alden
Broussard, ilbert, Mevyer La. Bm'
Brown, Glenn Miers, hi Stark,
Bu!'izess. Griffith, Minor, Stevens, Minn
Burleson, i Morris, Buther’ 4
Butler, Mo, Hamilton, Naphen, Tawney.
Clayton, Hepburn, Needham, Tayler, bhio
Conry, Hooker, Newlands, Weeks,
Coombe, Hughes, Norton, ‘Wheeler,
Corliss, Jenki Otey, ‘White,
Cushman, Jones, Wash, ince, W
Darragh, Kahn, Randell, Tex. Zenor,
ANSWERED “PRESENT "—I16.
Benton, Cooper, Tex, McRae, Rucker,
Boreing, Hul?, Mahon, Showalter,
Bromwell, Jackson, Kans, Mutchler, Bkiles,
Capron, Lewis, Ga. Overstreet, Tate.
NOT VOTING—82.
Barney, Edwards, Kitchin, Wm. W. Slayden,
Beidler, Elliott, Lamb, nook,
Bellamy, Flood, Lanham, uthard,
Belmont, Foerderer, Lester, Spight,
Blackburn, oster, IIL, Lovering, Steele,
Blakeney, Fowler, McAndrews, Stephens, Tex,
Bristow, Gaines, Tenn, McDermott, wart,
Brundidge. rdon, cLachlan, Talbert,
Calderhead, Grosvenor, Mahoney, Thomas, N. C.
Cassel, [ Maynard, Thompson, *
Cassingham, Haskins, Neville, To_m]{} Ohio
Cooney, Heatwole, Nevin, imble,
Cowherd, Henry, Tex, Ransdell, La. Van Voorhis,
Creamer, Hildebrant, Robinson, Nebr. Warner
Cummings, Holliday, Rumple, Wsmock.
Dahle, Hoplkins, Searborough, Wiley,
De Graffenreid, Howell, Schirm, Wooten,
Deemer, Jackson, Md. SBhackleford, Wright,
Dick, Jett, Shattuc, Young.
Dougherty, Joy, Shelden,
Eddy, {itchin, Claude Sheppard,

So the motion of Mr, PAYXNE to go into Committee of the Whole
was adopted.

Mr. DRISCOLL. Mr. Speaker, when the name of the gentle-
man from New York [Mr. Bristow] was called, I, in the confu-
sion, mistook it for my own name and answered ‘‘aye.”” Subse-
quently, when my own name was called, having discovered my
mistake, I voted. I wish now to have the error corrected by
which Mr, Bristow is recorded as voting, I understand he is
not present.

The SPEAKER. Ugon the statement of fact just made by the
gentleman from New York [Mr. DriscoLL], it seems clear that
the vote of Mr. BRISTOW, as recorded, should be stricken out, as
he seems not to have been present, but by mistake his name was
answered to by the gentleman from New York [Mr, DriscoLL].
In the absence of objection, the vote standing in the name of Mr,
Bristow will be stricken out.

There was no objection,

Mr. COOPER of Texas. Mr. Speaker, as I find I am paired
with the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. STEELE], I desire to with-
draw my vote, which was cast in the negative, and be recorded

i Dt-”

E.SEGREEN of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, at the time I
voted I understood that my colleague [Mr. MoRRELL], with whom
I have been paired, was not here; therefore I answered * present.”
I understand now that my colleague voted; therefore I desire to
have my vote recorded in the tive.

The name of Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania was called, and he
voted *‘aye,”
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The Clerk announced the following pairs:

For the session:

Mr. Youxg with Mr. BEXTON.

Mr. BROMWELL with Mr. CASSINGHAM,

Mr. BoreING with Mr. TRIMBLE.

Mr. WrigHT with Mr, HarL,

Mr. DEEMER with Mr. MUTCHLER,

Mr. HEATWOLE with Mr. TATE.

Until farther notice:

Mr. MaHON with Mr. RANSDELL of Louisiana.

Mr. STEELE with Mr. CooPER of Texas.

Mr. HuLL with Mr. Witnian W. KiTcHIN,

Mr. BARNEY with Mr. McRAR.

Mr. SHOWALTER with Mr, SLAYDEN,

Mr. EppY with Mr. SHEPPARD.

‘Mr. RuMpLE with Mr. THoMPSON of Alabama,

Mr. SKILES with Mr, TALBERT.

Mr. VAN VooraIS with Mr. GORDON,

Mr. OVERSTREET with Mr. COWHERD,

Mr. CAPRON with Mr. JETT.

Mr, SHELDEN with Mr. SPIGHT.

Mr. ScaiRM with Mr. CLAUDE KITCHIN,

Mr. SaAaTTUC With Mr. RUCKER.

Until the 18th:

Mr. LovERING with Mr, LEwIs of Georgia,

Until otherwise agreed:

Mr. GROSVENOR with Mr. S¥OOK,

Until Wednesday:

Mr. Joy with Mr. CuaMaxngs,

For the day:

Mr. Bristow with Mr. McDERMOTT.

Mr. WARNOCK with Mr. LMz,

Mr, ToupKixs of Ohio with Mr. CREAMER.

Mr. NEVIN with Mr. GAINES of Tennessee,

Mr. McLACHLAN with Mr, THOoMAS of North Carolina,

Mr. HOLLIDAY with Mr. SHACKLEFORD,

Mr. HowELL with Mr. SCARBOROUGH,

Mr, HILDEBRANDT with Mr. MCANDREWS,

Mr. Hasgins with Mr. FosTeR of Illinois.

Mr. FowLER with Mr. BRUNDIDGE.

Mr, FoErDERER with Mr, RoBiNsox of Nebraska,

Mr. DAHLE with Mr. DE GRAFFENREID,

Mr. Dick with Mr. BELMONT.

Mr. WARNER with Mr. MAHONEY.

Mr. CALDERHEAD with Mr. HENRY of Texas.

Mr. BEIDLER with Mr. MAYNARD,

Mr. BLAKENEY with Mr. NEVILLE.

Mr, CASSEL with Mr. BELLAMY,

For this vote:

Mr. SouTHARD with Mr. DOUGHERTY.

Mr. BLACKBURN with Mr, StepHENS of Texas,

Mr. Hopkins with Mr. LaxmaAM,

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey with Mr, FLoobp.

Mr. Jacksox of Maryland with Mr. Jacksox of Kansas.

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded.

The House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of the
‘Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration of
the bill (H. R. 12755) to provide for reciprocal trade relations
with Cuba, with Mr. SHERMAN in the chair.

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to dis-
pense with the first reading of the bill.

The CHATIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks unan-
imous consent that the first reading of the bill be dispensed with.
Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. ROBERTSON of Lounisiana. Mr. Chairman, will the gen-
tleman from New York yield for one moment?

Mr. PAYNE. Yes.

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. I would like to ask the gen-
tleman if there has been any agreement or determination as to
the time or order of debate?

Mr. PAYNE. None whatever,

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. May I ask the gentleman if
we could not now agree and come to some conclusion as to the
length of time and the manner of the control of the time in the
committee?

Mr. PAYNE. I will state that I endeavored to do so g'esterday
and was unable to do so. I think after we proceed to debate for
a while we may make some arrangement, but we can not do it
now.

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman permit a question?

Mr. PAYNE. Certainly.

Mr. TAWNEY. Do I understand that the time is to be divided
as usual and to be in the control of the Chair, in the absence of an

agreement?
Mr. PAYNE. Certainly,

Mr. TAWNEY. Alternating one with the other?

Mr. PAYNE. The Chair will control that.

Mr, ROBERTSON of Louisiana. I understand that, but is it
not nnusual to proceed with a matter of this importance without
some sort of determination as to the disposition of the time?

Mr. PAYNE. Iwill again say to the gentleman that I spent
some time yesterday trying to make an arrangement. I was un-
able to make an arrangement with the various elements opposed
to the bill, and I do not think it can be done at this moment.

Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. Chairman, I ask nnanimous consent
that the time be controlled by the gentleman from New York——

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman from New York yield
to the gentleman from Colorado?

Mr, PAYNE. I will yield for that.

Mr. SHAFROTH. I ask unanimous consent, Mr. Chairman,
that the time be controlled by the gentleman from New York in
favor of this bill and against the bill by the gentleman from Louni-
siana [Mr. Rosmrsog.

Mr. PIERCE and others objected.

The CHATRMAN. Objection is made. The committee will
plea;s&e be in order, and the gentleman from New York is recog-
nized.

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, our relations with the island of
Cuba are peculiar. As we all know, they grow out of the Spanish
war, a war for which I for one was by no means responsible,
and which I opposed to the last moment, and only yielded to
what seemed to be the almost unanimons sentiment of the Hounse;
but that war is over, and it has left us with these peculiar con-
ditions. We undertook when we engaged in that war, and we
have professed on every occasion since, t%at. our main object was
to give a stable, independent, and free government to Cuba.
During the years that elapsed since Spain evacuated Cuba and
surrendered the possession and sovereignty of those islands it
has been the endeavor of the Administration, as it has been the
constant endeavor of the Congress of the United States, to ar-

e a free and independent government for Cuba. To that end
meen every line of legislation that we have passed upon the
subject; to that end were the Platt amendments, which were
passed, and which have been incorporated as a part of the con-
stitution of Cuba.

Cuba has had an election; Cuba isabout to have her officers in-
augurated, and on the 20th of next month the United States isto
retire from Cuba with the army that has occupied it, surrender-
ing the civil and military government that we have had there
into the hands of the officers chosen by the full and free vote of
the people of the island of Cuba. We have spent millions of
money and sacrificed thounsands of lives to bring about this con-
dition of affairs. 'We have done as much for Cuba as any nation
ever did for those of alien blood. Still, in sight of the world, we
are pledged to see to it that Cuba starts out with the best of aus-
pices under the government which she has formed.

Ido not say, Mr. Chairman, that we have not up to this present
moment done our full duty and more to Cuba. I do not present
here any sentimental claims on the part of Cuba for the action
of the Congress of the United States, Weare in the position of a
guardian who has settled with his ward, paid over every dollar
of the principal and the interest, and yet every guardian, be he a
right-minded man, is interested when that ward goes out into the
world to use every endeavor that he consistently can to make
the career of that ward successfnl. And in this experiment, in
establishing a new government for Cuba, it is the duty of the
g:;ggdl. States to do what we can to make the experiment suc-

‘When the war was over, after years of civil strife, the planters
in Cuba had become involved in debt. When Spainleff the island
they saw their plantations devastated. Fire and sword had swept
over the island. Many of the sugarhouses had been destroyed,
many plantations had grown wild with weeds, and the production
of sugar had dwindled down to some 200,000 tons annum.
The people went to work and tried to recuperate and to restore
the old order of things so far as their commercial and industrial
prosperity was concerned. They had to borrow money to build
new sugarhouses; they had to borrow money to plant new sugar
cane; they had to borrow money to care for those crops and bring
them on to maturity.

They went to work with a will,and they need not be ashamed
of the record they have made in the last three years—800,000 tons
of sugar the first year after the war, about 600,000 tons the second
year, and nearly 900,000 tons this year, the product of their work,
their endeavors, and their struggles. They have done well in
doing this, and yet they have not been able to lift the load of in-
debtedness that they had to incur to bring about this result.

And now, just as we are about to lannch them forth in self-
government, just as they are about to try this experiment, a new
calamity comes to Cuba. It is one that is common to the people
of the world. 'We consume in round numbers 10,000,000 tons of
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su%nr in the world, and throngh bounties in European countries
and the stimulation and increase of sngar in those countries and
in our own we find that there are 11,000,000 tons and over pro-
duced this year, a surplus of 1,000,000 tons of sugar.

The consequence is, the supply being so greatly in excess of the
demand, the price of sugar has been forced down to a point lower
than it has been in years; to a point about a cent lower a pound
than it has averaged for the past few years. When it comes to
Cuba, the price is down below the point where they can produce
sugar at cost, let alone producing itat a profit. According to the
evidence before the committee it costs 2 cents a pound to produce
sugar in Cuba. I know there were two or three gentlemen who
testified that they went there three years ago and examined
among the planters and found out that they were producing sugar
at from a cent and a half to a cent and three-quartersa pound, and
yet it wasuncontradicted in the evidence before the committee that

- wages in Cuba had increased in the last few years from 50 to 75 per
cent,and as the cost of sugar is principally the cost of wages, it fol-
lows that the cost of producing sugar has increased in the last
three years; and this only corroborates the statement of the gen-
tlemen engaged in the production of sugar in the island when
they say it can not be produced at less than 2 cents a pound.

On the 1st of January last the price of sugar in Cuba, free on
board at Habana—and, by the way, this cost is free on board at
Habana—was 1.5 cents per pound. Hence at that rate there was
a loss of a half cent a pound on everytﬂound of sugar produced in
Cuba. This was what was staring them in the face when the
appeal was made by General Wood in December last for aid for

nba in this emergency. To be sure the price of sugar has some-
what advanced since that time, and it reached a point as high as
$1.81 per hundred free on board in Cuba. That is the highest
gint 1t has reached since the 1st of January, fluctuating to a little

low that point and back to $1.81. That meant a net loss of
nineteen one-hundredths of a cent per pound on every pound of
sugar of the present crop.
ese planters in Cuba are obliged to go to the bankers and to
the merchants for money and supplies to raise and harvest their
crops. There are 196 centrals in the island of Cuba, great grind-
ing establishments where the cane is brought from their planta-
tions and from the smaller plantations called the colonos, and
there groud up and boiled into sugar and shipped to the ports for
the market. These 196 centrals are surrounded by hundreds of
the colonos, nearly 16,000 of them in the island of Cuba, little
planters having 5, 10, or 20 acres, who raise their sugar, carry the
cane to the railroad or to the central, where it is finally accumu-
lated and, as I say, ground and boiled into sugar. The usnal ar-
rangement between the colono and the central is that the colono
produces the cane and receives for it half the sugar which the
cane produces. To raise this cane costs about 50 per cent of the
entire cost.of producing the sugar free on board in Habana; so
that it is a fair divide for the colono to have half the sugar his
cane produces. They commence grinding the crop about the 1st
of December, and the grinding season continues until about the
1st of May. They are still grinding cane in Cuba at this time, al-
though they have ground the greater portion of the crop. .

Now, the planters, large and small, are forced, in view of what
occurred during the war, to borrow the money to care for the
crop and to harvest it. This is the almost universal rule. The

lanter finds that he has invested a larger per cent of money in

bor upon the crop than the crop of sugar he is raising will pay.
Labor is employed in Cuba; labor is employed to-day, and at fair
wa They are building a railroad there that takes the surplus
of labor. Itismnota qggsﬁon of what has been done up to the

resent time for the laborers, although it may be a question as to

ow much these sngar planters arein debt to theirlaborers. Hav-
ing to borrow money for the crop, and not having sufficient value
in the crop to pledge for the money they borrow, the question is
as to the future of those laborers. When the grinding is done,
then comes the planting season. Fortunately in Cuba that is not
80 great an expense as if is in some other places, like Louisiana,
for a planting there will last from five to ten and sometimes fifteen
years withoutreplanting, sothat not more than 10 per cent, perhaps,
of the whole area has to be replanted every year on an average.

The next-thing in order is to keep down the weeds which grow
with such terrific prolificness in the island of Cuba. They go
through the plantations four or five times cutting down the
weeds, and after that is done and the cane is high enough it shades

the ground and ﬁevents the growth of the weeds, and then they |

have no further labor until harvest; but so great is the labor in
caring for the crop that it is worth one-half of the value of the
sugar. And now, when this labor is just about to commence,
the farmers and planters and colonos are anxiounsly looking for-
ward to see where they can get the money to plant and care for
the next year’s crop. If they are obliged to sell the sugar at less
than 2 cents a pound, they can not pay their debts, and where
will they get their money for the next year’'s crop? As a writer

said, who has been through the island of Cuba at a recent date,
the 20th of March:

‘While the masses of Cuba are not actually suffering from lack of food, the
planters and business men are on the verge of collapse and bankruptey, and
are anxiously hoping for concessions in the United States tariff in order that
they may receive new life and h;E‘e. The merchants have large sums of

paying i

money trusted out and are not each other. They are simply holding

each other up in the hope of obtaining relief, and if failures once begin they

will run like wildfire.

thfr' QTAWNEY. Will the gentleman state who the author of
t is? ;

Mr. PAYNE. I can not state now; I will tell the gentleman
afterwards.

Mr. TAWNEY. I wanted to know if it was Mr. Pepper, who
has been writing articles to the Star, of this city.

%?HAMILTON. Was it in the hearings before the com-
my i

Mr. PAYNE. Ifwasin a letter written by a man, whose name
I have not at present, to a member of the House. I would give
the gentleman the name, but I have not it with me. I included
the statement in my report.

Now, Mr. Chairman, I would not add to the distress of Cuba.
I know that some gentlemen are anxious to have Cuba annexed
at once. I am not one of those gentlemen. The time will come
when Cuba will be annexed to the United States, and when it
does come I believe I shall have to do as I had to do in the Cuban
war, bow to the inevitable, and Cuba will be annexed, You want
it annexed at once—some of yon do. The interest in the United
States who are opposing this bill want it annexed at once, and
free trade in every item of commerce that comes from Cuba to
the United States. We have been professing that it was our en-
deavor and our solemn duty to give Cuba a chance for a free and
independent government; and now, when we are about to estab-
lish a government, with ruin staring Cuba in the face, shall we
sit idly by, supinely by, and do nothing to try to help Cuba in its
effort for a government.

Mr. Chairman, I confess for one when I entered into this subject,
and since I entered into it down to the present moment, I have
looked to another question. That question was whether we could
aid Cuba without injuring any industry of our own. I have had
that steadily in view. Mr. Chairman, I have been a protectionist
since I learned protection at my father's knee and read while
a youth in Horace Greeley's Tribune his articles on protection. I
studied protection at the committee table by the sic?e of William
McKinley and Nelson Dingley, when we together framed the Me-
Kinley bill; I studied protection in 1897, sitting at the right of
Nelson Dingley, when we framed the Dingley bill, and if there is
any principle of political economy that I have ever studied and
learned to believe in, it is the principle of protection to American
industries. I have seen the wonderful growth of this country
under the protection of American industries. Iwonld be the last
man to strike down an American industry, fostered and prosper-
ing under the ﬁobection given it by the Republican party.

Mr. FORDNEY. And you are the first at this time to strike
that very thing.

Mr. PAYNE. If the gentleman will ask me a question in an
orderly manner, I will listen to him.

Mr, FORDNEY. I beg your pardon. Iasked you if you were
not the very first now to advocate striking at that very thing?

Mr. PAYNE. Not by any means, sir. I am standing by pro-
tection, and you are taking a course that would strike down the
industry that you are assuming to protect. [Loud applause on
the Republican side.] Why, gentlemen seem to think that there
is something so sacred in every line of the Dingley bill that you
can not alter a word in it without becoming a free trader.

Mr. BARTLETT. Ar, Chairman—

Mr. PAYNE, I think I will not be interrupted. There are
several gentlemen who want to interrupt me, but I do not know
how much time I will take. After I get throngh, if the House
wants to ask questions and will listen to me, I will submit my-
self to cross-examination, [Laughter.] I had something to do,
Mr. Chairman, with framing the sugar schedule in the Dingley
bill, both in commiftee and in conference. That sugar schednle
as presented to the House did not present exactly the same appear-
ance that it presents mow since it has become a law. It was
altered in the Senate and changed in the committee of conference.
As the bill left the House it provided a duty of 1.63 on 96° sngar,
and as it appears to-day it presents a duty of 1.684. That is not
the whole story.

One object in framing the schedule was to produce revenue.
Sugar is a good revenue producer. It strikes everybody that uses
sugar, and it is a prolific producer. We knew we got up past
the limit of protection of the beet-sngar industry when we framed
that schedule. When it left the House there wasnot a beet-
sugar man in the United States that objected to the protection that
was given in that schedule, and yet what was it? One and sixty-
three hundredths subject to contingency, Why, the Republican
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party started out on the idea of reciprocity in 1890, and section 3
was ingrafted into the McKinley gil] providing for reciprocal
trade relations; and when the committee and Chairman Dingley
were making the sugar schedule of the Dingley bill we had a sec-
tion 3 that provided that the President might make reciprocal
trade relations with other nations, and when he did and pro-
claimed them a good deal after the manner as stated in this pres-
ent bill, then that certain duties should be decreased, and one of
the duties to be decreased was the duty on sugar. a reduction of
8 per cent, bringing the duty of $1.63 down to $1.50, providing
reciprocal trade relations were made.

Now, every man in the House understood section 3 and under-
stood the sugar duty. Every beet-sugar man in the United States
understood section 3 and understood the duty of 1.63.

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. There were mighty few of them
then compared with the present time.

Mr. PAYNE. We will come to that later. Mr. Oxnard was
one of them. Mr. Oxnard was here and he knew what was in
the bill, and he did not protest, and no one protested, because
they knew that the protection was ample, and mere than ample,
and that we made it high only to get revenue as well as protection
out of that item. You voted for it.

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Yes: I voted for it.

Mr. PAYNE. You gentlemen all voted for it. It was a good
Republican doctrine then, it was protection docfrine, it was Ding-
ley protection, it was McKinley protection, and I stand for the
same kind of protection here to-day.

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Mr. Chairman—

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. CarroxN). Does the gentleman from
* New York yield to the gentleman from Michigan?

Mr. PAYNE. I can not yield now.

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I would like to ask a question
right there.

Mr. PAYNE. I shall have to decline. I do not kmow how
much time I may get.

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH, There will be no disposition on
our part to check it.

Mr. PAYNE. I decline to yield at present. Mr. Chairman,
what does this bill propose to do? The tariff on sugar at 96 is
1.68%, and the bill proposes to take off 20 per cent. When we
take off 20 per cent, it leaves 1.35—15 pointsﬁsthan the Dingley
bill under reciprocal trade relations, fifteen one-hundredths of
a cent less than that of the Dingley bill.

Now, they did not complain a%ont the Dingley bill; they had no
dread abont that. They did not complain, because they knew it
was more than sufficient protection. They had had experience
under the Wilson bill; even with the 40 per cent ad valorem duty
protection the first year under the Wilson bill the beet-sugar pro-
duction in the United States was 20,000 tons, and the second year it
was 30,000 tons, and the third year it was 40,000 tons. Theyknew
something about protection. Of course, the price of sugar was
higher, but the equivalent specific duty was not as high as we pro-
pose to leave it to-day on this sugar. Under that bill and under
the workings of the ad valorem they doubled their production in
three years.

Who says it is going to injure any American industry? Why,
sir, they said, ** You may reduce the duty 20 or 25 or 30 per cent,
and it will not make any difference in the price of sugar in the
United States until you have fostered the industry in Cuba to the
point where the Cuban sugar growers will be able to produce all
the sugar we import—=2,000,000 tons or more annually—and then,
of course, the importation will reduce the price in the United
States: and not until then.”” How are they going to increase the
importation next year nnder this bill to 2,000,000 tons? Thelabor
in Cuba is all employed; they can not get labor enough to pro-
duce anything like 2,000,000 tons. It takes all their labor to pro-
duce the present crop—800,000 tons.

But the suggestion has been made ** if yon make this reduction
of 20 per cent the sugar growers in Cuba will bring over Asiatic
labor, and so increase the production of sugar by a resort to this
lower rate of wages.”” DBut, gentlemen, we have guarded you on
that point. We have been looking out for the protection of
American industry all the time. And so we have incorporated
in the bill as a condition precedent that the Cubans must pass and
enforce contract-labor, exelusion, and immigration laws as exclu-
sive as those qf the United States, Sothatthey cannotintroduce
any Asiatic labor, and can not in that way increase the produe-
tion of sugar. It can be inereased in only a very small degree—
so small as not to reduce the price of sugar in the United States.
But what they may do in that direction can not take off a scin-
tilla of protection which the sugar people now have.

Now, as to tobacco. No one pretends to claim that tobacco
will not be amply protected, even if the 20 g)er cent should go off.
So we say we are injuring no American industry if we make this

20 per cent reduction.
Will this aid the Cubans? It means thirty-four hundredths of

a oen’cfper pound on their sugar, added to $1.81 making a net
price of $2.15, beyond the cost of production,and fifteen hun ths
of a cent profit for this year. sugar should return to the nor-
mal price next year and advance a cent a pound, there would be
a profit of 1.15 cents on their sugar. Will this help them?

e are told that the sngar trust is going to get the advantage
of all that we take off of sugar. When those who make this
claim are asked why, they say, ‘‘Because they will; because
the sugar trust is the only customer for this sugar.” Well, this
is disputed. There is no doubt that the Arbuckles are running
independently of the sugar trnst and are buying raw sugar to
meet them in the market. As to whether the National is doi
the same thing depends upon the word of Mr. Post, who appea
Lbefore the committee, and to whose evidence there was very little
contradiction.

But, gentlemen, let us go back a little way. How has it been
about fixing the price of sugar by the sugar trust or anybody
else in the United States in years that are past? The sugar mar-
ket of the world is in Hamburg. The price of sugar is fixed in
Hamburg for the port of New York. When sugar comes from
Hamburg to New %Pork the price is adjusted on the cost of trans-
portation and the cost of our duty, Add these to the price of
sugar in Hamburg and you have the price of duty-paid sugarin
New York. Then the price of sugar coming from the Hawaiian
Islands, or from Porto Rico, or from Cuba, or any other place in
the world, is fixed according to that standard. Deduct from the
price of the duty-paid sugar in New York the duty and the cost
of t{)ansportaﬁon and you have the price of sugar in Habana
Harbor.

Gentlemen, we have had experience in respect to this matter.
We need not abandon ourselves to speculation or attempted
prophecy. We have had experience along this line. We have
had Hawaiian sugar free for years; and thoungh the committee
hunted diligently for the facts they could not find any proof to
show that the Hawaiians had not received the full price for their
sugar, duty free, coming into the 1:Eort of New York, although the
sugar trust during a portion of these years was omnipotent and
had no rival refiners of any kind in the United States.

Mr. PIERCE. Will the gentleman allow me a simple question?

Mr. PAYNE. I would rather not.

Mr, PIERCE. I simply wanted to ask who pays the duty
under the gentleman'’s statement—the foreigner or the Ameriean
consumer?

Mr. PAYNE., On sugar? That is a very easy question, my
friend. I think the American consumer pays it.

Mr, PIERCE, That is what you have n denying all the
time. You have been insisting that the foreigner paid if.

Mr, PAYNE. Every protectionist knows that when we put a
tariff duty on an article not produced here in sufficient quantity
to satisfy our markets, so as to create competition among our-
selves, the duty is added to the price.

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. If the volume is large enough.

Mr. PAYNE. If the volume is large enough to affect the price
here in the United States by way of competition. Yet that is not
always trne. 'We put a duty of 10 cents a pound upon tea. We
did not produce any tea; still, it was proved conclusively that the
Japanese paid half of that duty in order to get into onr market,

How much of that comes out of the foreigner on sugar, of
course, I do not know; but my own opinion is that in the case of
ssngar the most, if not all, is paid by the consumer in the United

tates.

Now, to get back to what I was talking about. We made a re-
duction of 85 per cent in the tariff on sugar produced in Porto
Rico. Some of us were afraid that we would have frouble, that
the sugar trust would get the benefit of that reduction or a part
of it. We passed the bill, and we have now a record of results.
‘What does the record show? Why, sir, the pe%ple in Porto Rico
are getting the benefit of that reduction. hen their sugar
comes into the New York market it sells there at the market price
of sugar—the world’s market price—deduncting only the cost of
transportation from Porto Rico to New York.

Some gentlemen have rhised a quibble as between the price of
Porto Rican sugar and Cuban sugar and German sugar, but when
examination was made it appeared conclusively that the only dif-
ference in price arose from the difference in grades of sugar, one
sugar being graded higher than another according to the produc-
tions of the different countries.

So in the past the planter has got the benefit of the reduction
we have made on the sugar tariff. I would rather go to history
than prophecﬁor facts, especially when the prophet is a zealous
man bent on having his own way about a particular Eroposﬁtion.
Why, Mr. Chairman, we made this reduction so light that the
Cuban planter has got to have it in order to get out even and
have a few dollars to spare. We did not put a reduction of 50 per
cent on, or 100 per cent, because we did not wish to injure any-
body in the first place, and we knew when we made it only 20 per
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cent the planter would have a right to demand and receive the
full benefit.

Now, such was the testimony before the committee, Mr. Chair-
man, and still I see that some of these numerous gentlemen, each
one of whom publishes a pamphlet and distributes it around to
the members for their information on this subject, refers to the
testimony of Colonel Bliss, at page 392, and furnishes what Col-
onel Bliss says at that point, which I will read:

Mr. NEWLANDS, If that entire dut{gmro taken off the Cuban sugar it
would sell in our markets just as the Louisiana sugar and beet sugar does,
would it not? Would there not be an increase?

Colonel Briss, Iam not an expert on that question and I do not like to an-
swer, Itappearsto me that the question relates to the price that the Cuban
producer would get, and I do not know what proportion of increase would go
to him; I believe not more than 30 per cent.

Well, now, Colonel Bliss recurs to that question again at page
895, and I will read it:

Mr. MeTcALF. Colonel. coming back to an answer given b{ you a short
time ago, if Congress remits the present duty on sugar, will it not tend to
continue the large estates?

Colonel Buiss. So far as the question relates to su alone, undoubtedly
it will. I want to qualify that statement, however. e tendency in Cuba
now is, and has been ever since I have been there (how long before that I do
not know), to increase largely the number of the colonos, the men with a few
acres of land who grow cane, or the men who have land which they devote
to othl:ar purposes, with here and there a patch of it which grows cane to ad-
van t

Theg?and is more and more toward the establishment of centrals, buy-
ing cane at m price they can get it from thesmall planter. I think the
first effect of any reciprocity that would affect Cuba at all is going to be
shown in the improved condition of the colono and the laborer. So soon as
the mill owner finds that it is more profitable to make sugar he will imme-

diately reach out and bid for this man's cane and that man's cane, in compe-

tition with other mill owners doing the same thing, and they will bid it
to the lim.‘f?ﬂd which they can not go without losing whatever pro
the cone gives them.

In the same way, as there is certainly no waste labor in Cuba at this time,
and probably will not be for the next season of cultivation, the colono will
reach out and bid for this man’s labor and that man’s labor in order to make
as much cane as he can. In short, the mill owner will compete for the cane
in order to make all the sl:tlﬁur that he can, and the colono will compete for
labor in order to grow all the cane that he can.

I think, and most.of the Cubans to whom I have talked agree with me, that
if b{on were to give 50 per cent off, or 83} per cent, or whatever you ]ii:e, prob-
ably not more than 80 per cent at the v_er{hgtnst_would goto ui) ter, and
the rest of it, whatever did not stay in United States, would go to the
Iaborer and the colono, the man who cultivates small fields of cane.

Now, that is the opinion of Colonel Bliss, based on his observa-
tion in Cuba as to the division that wonld be made between the

lanter and the colono in Cuba. He did not know what would
retained in the United States. He wasnot a prophet. He had
not studied the history of what had been dome with Porto Rico
and Hawaii. He says, “Iamnotane on this subject and I
do not like to express an opinion;’’ and the gentlemen are wel-
come to what they get out of Colonel Bliss’s statement in view of
the whole, the nnanimous evidence of every other witness upon
this snbject. T .

So I say, gentlemen, I have no fear that this money will go to
the sugar trust in case we make this reduction. Why, Mr. Chair-
man, who holds the sugar now? Who holds it to-day; or yester-
day, because I have returns up to the Tthday of April? In March
I made a request of the Department to find out from Governor
Wood where the crop was. One gaper, claiming to be respect-
able, had published a telegram from another paper, generally
known as one of the ‘yellow journal” stripe, saying that the
sugar trust had bonght up the entire crop in . It wasimme-
diately denied, but I wanted to get at the facts, and Governor
Wood sent out letters of imiluiry to every planter in Cuba—194 of
them, sugar centrals—and he received up to the 2d day of April
126 answers. He also telegraphed to 86 Cuban banking firms, and
he has received replies from the 36. He found that up to that
date there had been ground 584,259 tons of sugar. He found that
there were held at the option of the American Sugar Refining
Company 8,285 tons; held at the option of other American pur-
cHhasers, 2,285 tons; exported to the United States, 25,646 tons.

© says:

All sugar above mentioned, exmxi.nthat at the option of the American
8 Refining Company and other erican purchasers, is in the hands of
Ctm planters and g:ﬂmn and Sganish : ion houses doing business in
the island of Cuba, and is not at the option of anyone. Where held as se-
curity for loans advanced to planters, the planters will get the advantage of
any rise in the price under conditions of deposit, as is the custom in the
island. Thisstatement shows oonclusiwulg the absolute falsity of the declara-
tion that the sugar trust has control of a considerable portion of Cuban
sugar. Iexpect other statements will be sent as soon as possible,

That is signed by Governor Wood. !

Mr, SHAFROTH. Will the gentleman yield for a question?
‘Will the gentleman not concede that by the time this bill passes
the Senate, if it takes the nsnal conrse—

Mr. PAYNE. I will come to that a little later. Do not ask
such questions as will lead me off the subject I am di ing.
You know one man can make a speech better than half a dozen,
even thongh the half dozen are sharper than the one.

Mr, SHAFROTH. Butthe question is, in whose hands it would
be at the time of the passage of the bill.

Mr, PAYNE., We will get to that by and by,

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have an additional statement, bringing
it down to the Tth of April, the reports from 10 more centrals,
In this statement it appears that 24,755 tons have been ground in
these establishments. General Wood says:

The increase above mentioned is in the hands of planters and Cuban and
Spanish commission houses doing business in the iallx)md. with the exception
of 3,368 long tons exported to the United States; none at option of the Amer-
ican Sngar Refining Company nor other American purchasers. When held
as security for loans, E}snt&!rs to get advantage of rise in price, as stated in
telegram of 2d instant.

Now, Mr. Chairman, that shows that up to the present date
about 30,000 tons of sugar have been shipped to the Upnited States.
Last year at the corresponding date there had been shipped 200,000
tons to the United States. e total production OF sugar last
year sent to the United States was 490,800 tons, so that more than
two-fifths of it had been shipped to the United States up to the
corresponding date last year, and this year only 80,000 tons.
What is the reason of that? Why. simtpltibecause these men are
looking to Congress for a reduction of the duty, and like men
everywhere, seeing a dollar in sight, they are doing their best to
be in a position to get hold of it when the time comes.

Now, I am asked, Mr. Chairman, if, when this bill goes throngh
the Senate, that will still be the situation. Now is the time for
them to have sent two-fifths of their crop, or 850,000 fons. They
have actually sent 30,000 tons. They have held on until now be-
cause everybody interested in that sugar is concerned in holding
on to it until the last moment. The men who loaned the money
are interested in holding on toit. They want these sugar people
to go on and have their crop next year. They know they will
come to them to borrow money. They want to keep them in con-
dition so they can raise a crop next year. Every interest in the
island is concerned in holding on to that sugu:r.

Now, gentlemen want to know when the Senate will pass this
bill. Igiveitup. I donotknow when the Senate will pass this
bill. We will get it through the House as soon as we can. If
we do not have too many roll calls on the question of going into
the Committee of the Whole and delays of that kind, and if we
can get along without too much debate, we will get it over to the
Senate in ample time. I understand it is the disposition there to
take it up at once. There is no reason why it should not be alaw
before the 20th day of May, when this Cuban government goes
into operation. Having held on to all but 80,000 tons of it until
now, 1t does not require a prophet or the son of a prophet to fore-
see that they will still hold on to that sugar until the time comes
that this reciprocal agreement shall go into effect.

Ml;.i V‘ZM XLDEN SMITH. Will the gentleman yield for a
question?

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York yield
to the gentleman from Michigan?

Mr. PAYNE, .Yes.
Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I desire to ask whether when you
make the statement that all the parties interested in Cuban sugar

are holding it awaiting the action of Congress you also include
their principal customer in this country, the sugar trust?

Mr. PA . Why, Mr. Chairman, I have not any doubt but
what the sugar trust is guided by business men as eminent in
their profession and businessas my friend who interrupts me with
this question. I have not any doubt as to their grasping propen-
sities. I shall not institute any comparison with my friend on
that point, because that would be impolite and odious.

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I have examined—

Mr. PAYNE. Oh, I have examined their testimony, too.

Mr, WM. ALDEN SMITH, I have examined their annual re-
port just filed.

Mr. PAYNE. Well, I have examined their annual report. I
think I know as much about the sugar trust as the gentleman does.

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I hope you know a great deal
more.

Mr. PAYNE. I think I have fought them as long as the gen-
tleman has, and I shall continue to fight them aslong as I am
able to fight, I want the gentleman to understand that. But
when I see a chance to confer a great benefit without injuring
anybody, I am not going to be driven from giving the share on
850,000 tons to the people in Cuba because I fear the sugar trust
may get some of iton tllx)a 80,000 tons that have come to the United
States. I am not such a fool in fighting trusts as to come to any
such proposition as that.

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I do not believe the gentleman
would aid the sugar trust intentionally, but their last annual re-
port, if you will permit me to say, discloses strange facts—

Mr. PAYNE. No; I will not permit you to say anything of
that kind in my time now.

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Will you let me finish that sen-
tence?

Mr. PAYNE. I do not care what their annual report does. I
know what it is.

Mr. WM., ALDEN SMITH. Perhapsthe Hours wants foknow.
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Mr, PAYNE. Oh, in your own fime you may state all that
Mr. Havemeyer has ever said, or talk about something else that
is not relevant to this question. You may discuss that as much
as you please. I propose to discuss the question before the House,

Mr. WM. ALD%NPQMITH. You are avoiding that clearly,

Mr. PAYNE. That question is not here.

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. It ought to be here.

Mr. PAYNE. Well, there is a difference of opinion, and I am
making the speech.

_'I;ga CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York refuses to

eld.
y1]1{1‘.. PAYNE. Now. Mr. Chairman. how much will this cost
the Treasury of the United States. Last year, ending June 30,
1801, we collected $27,000,000 in duty on goods coming from Cuba,
$18,000,000 on sugar and $9,000,000 on other products, largely to-
bacco. This year on the present crop the full duty would be
about $41,000,000. We take off 20 per cent, that would make
£8,200,000 of loss of revenue, and that loss of revenue goes to the
people of the island of Cuba, to the people we have been trying to
set up in government, a people whom we are trying now to save
from certain bankruptcy.

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Yonu say it is §8,000,000 on sugar alone?

Mr, PAYNE. The total is $8,000,000.

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. On sugar $8,000,000?

Mr. PAYNE. About $7,000,000 on sugar. The rest was on
tobacco and other products; butall coming from theisland of Cuba.

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. The whole reduction aggregating about

$8.000,0007

Mr. PAYNE. Yes. The calculation was made on the esti-
mated crop, and this report of General Woods confirms the esti-
mate, but in my judgment it looks more like 900,000 tons instead
of an 850,000-ton crop. Of course we may be getting the large-
sized centrals, so many have reported and others have not.

b De nubin HeLPIaE Ickn unuet . hanging e
much the Republican pa ave en in ¢ ing the
sugar schedule. In 1861 we made it 5 cents; in 1862, 4 cents; in
1864, 5 cents; in 1870, 4 cents; in 1874, 5 cents; in 1883, 2} cents
and 8} on refined, and in 1890 one-half cent on refined and a
bounty of 2 cents on raw sugar, so that we have not always re-
garded it as sacred. .

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. We did not have any beet-sugar
industry then.

Mr. PAYNE. Oh, we had a beet-sugar industry away back in
the eighties, and we had cane sugar after the war was over.

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Oh, I know that.
anr. PAYNE. Ionlywanted to callitto mind. Of courseyoun

ow it.

So, Mr, Chairman, the committee found a way to help Cuba,
injuring no American industry and strictly in the line of Reggeb-
lican doctrine and the Republican platform. We have n
¥reaching reciprocity since 1890. We put the same in the plat-

orm of 1896, and -we put in these other things written there.
Now, I am not so hidebound upon the subject of platforms as
some of my friends. I know lLiow they are made. ey are writ-
ten in one night, on the judgment of a half dozen men.

Legislation like the Dingley bill is written out after three, four,
or five months of hard labor by men who have investigated every
phase of the subject, and when they get through with it they are
experts on the subject. Thatis the difference between a platform
and a bill. 'What is of more significance to me is that the Ways
and Means Committee should report a bill here for a reduction
almost like the one we are making, to hold out not only to Cuba,
but to every country, reducing the whole tariff on sugar to reci
rocal countries, that would give us all the sugar that we couﬁ
consume, It is more to me that a committee, on mature judg-
ment, should put such a clause in the bill, when it is a Republican
House, by Republicans, than that some manshould putitin a plat-
form. But reciprocity is in the platform,

Reciprocity is a Republican argument, and this is reciprocity
on a basis that hurts no American industry. What do some of
these gentlemen propose? We do not make reduction enough to
suit them. They want a reduction of the duty on refined
in the interest of the beet-sugarindustry. The beet-sugar product
at the factory is refined sugar, and every pound of refined sugar
that comes into the United States at a lower rate of duty goes
into direct competition with beet sugar in the United States.
They want that. We propose reciprocity, on the one hand, with-
out lowering the price of sugar in the United States. They are
not satisfied with that. They want to include in the bill a lower
rate of duty on refined sugar from all countries on the earth and
reduced prices of sugar as much as you lower the duties. That is
the answer that is made to this bill.

Mpr. Chairman, the bill is limited to the present sugar crop.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. DALZELL. My. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
the gentleman may continue and conclude his remarks,

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks
unanimous consent that the gentleman from New York may con-
tinue and conclude his remarks. Is there objection?

Mr. BALL of Texas. I do not intend to object, but I hope that
the gentleman who is at the head of this great committes will
answer a question or two before he concludes.

Mr. PA If my time is to be extended, and if I can get
through one sentence without interruption, I shall have no ob-
jection.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The
Chair hears none.

Mr. BARTLETT. Will the gentleman, before he proceeds, per-
mit me an interruption upon the line npon which he has just
concluded?

Mr, PAYNE. Yes.

Mr. BARTLETT. The matter I am interested in more than
anything else is what effect this bill will have upon the price of
sugar to the American consumer.

Mr. PAYNE. The universal testimony before the committee
was that it wounld not reduce the price unless it was continued
for such a length of time as to enable Cuba to supply the prin-
cipal part of the imported sugar.

Mr, BARTLETT. This bill contains a provision that the re-
duction under it shall cease in December, 1903, and, as I under-
stand the gentleman, that would not reduce the price of sugar to
the consumer?

Mr. PAYNE. Ithink it would not. There is a production in
the United States and in the islands of about 900,000 tons and in
Cuba of about 900,000 tons, making 1,800,000 tons altogether; and
the probable consumpiion of sugar in the United States will be
during the next year 2,500,000 tons, so there will be about 700,000
tons that must be imported under full duties.

Mr. BARTLETT. May I ask the gentleman another question?
Referring to the sugar trust, is it not a fact that the evidence be-
fore the Ways and Means Committee showed that the American
Sugar Refining Company bought and refined and sold 90 per cent
of the sugar that is used in this conntry?

Mr. PAYNE. That was not the evidence before the committee,
but it was in evidence that Mr. Havemeyer had claimed before
the Industrial Commission that that was the fact. This fact was
disputed by Mr. Post before the committee.

Mr. BARTLETT. At the hearings before the Industrial Com-
mission it is stated that Mr. Havemeyer said that his company
refined and sold 90 per cent of the sugar.

Mr. PAYNE. I want to say to the gentleman that this is the
precise fact: He was examined several years ago before a com-
mittee of the New York legislature, and he testified that he dis-
tributed and refined 90 per cent of all the sugar. Before the
Industrial Commission he was asked that question and admitted
that he had said so, but said he did not know how much they did
refine, but he thought about 80 per cent now. Mr. Post, who is
the president of the National Refinery, said that Mr. Havemeyer
did not refine more than five-eighthsof it. I leave it to those two
gentlemen fo determine which was right.

Mr. RANDELL of Texas. Will the gentleman permit an in-
terruption?

Mr, PAYNE. Certainly.

Mr. RANDELL of Texas. The gentleman says that the price
of sugar will not be reduced to the consumer. I would like to ask,
for information, how much the revenue will be reduced?

Mr, PAYNE. On sugar?

Mr, RANDELL of Texas. How much will be the reduction of
the revenue by the reduction in this bill?

Mr. PAYNE. Betweensix and seven million dollars on sugar.

Mr. RANDELL of Texas. 'Who gets the benefit of that reduc-

tion?

Mr, PAYNE. Thave been frying to demonstrate that the peo-
ple in Cuba Set it. aughter.

Mr. RANDELL of Texas. Another question on that line. If

there is no competition in this country in reference to the pur-
chase of raw sugar, how does the Cuban hope to get the increase
of this price? Why can not the purchaser put it in his pocket?

Mr. PAYNE. The same conditions exist now that existed in
reference to Hawaii and Porto Rico, except there is more com-
petition now than there was in relation to Hawaii, as there was
none then. There is competition by the Arbuckles and the Na-
tional. Mr. Post claims that he is a competitor, but that is dis-
puted; whether he is a competitor or not 1 do not know.

Now, if the gentleman will pay attention he will not have to
ask the question again. In these cases the planters did get the
full amount of if, and I believe they will in this. The sugar trust
has §ot to-have the sugar as much as the planter has got to sell
it. If they do not buy it of them they must go to Germany, and
if they go to Germany they must pay more for it, or they must
take this sugar. Each one is independent of the other.

Now, Mr, Chairman, I was speaking about taking the differential
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off from the refined sugar. Yesterday I received a telegram, as
follows:
BINGHAMTON, April 7.

TUse all honorable means to oppose tariff reduction on refined :

J. E. ROGERS,
President Beet Sugar Company.

There is & man that understands his business, and he is not
afraid to say so. I know there are others that have said the same
thing, and I know why they have not made more fuss about it.
I know the influences that have been at work upon them and the
petitions and appeals that have been made to them.

Mr. Chairman, Cubans do niot come to us in the attitude of beg-
gars or mendicants. They do not come to us asking concessions
without offering concessions in return. They are willing to give
us their market and to buy their supplies of us in exchange for
tlz;is reciprocity. Last year they bought some $28,000,000 worth
of us.

About thirty-eight millions were purchased from foreign coun-

tries. Itisbelieved by General Wood, by Colonel Bliss, and other
Americans there, and it is believed by leading Cuban merchants,
that with a fair reciprocal agreement we can get the first year
thirty millions of that balance which we do not get to-day. Gen-
eral Wood believes that their importations will speedily rise from
sixty-seven millions to one hundred millions; and that if the
thing could run on they conld soon buy of us $200,000,000 worth
of goods—a chance for our farmers, for our merchants, for our
manufacturers, for our mechanics, because the Cubans are will-
ing to accept these little concessions which do not hurt us, and
give us in exchange their trade. They are willing to impose
these restrictions on immigration because they see that it is best
for them and their country to do so. They are willing to make
these reciprocal trade relations because they believe it will be to

the mutnal advan of both countries.
Mr. WM, ALDEN SMITH. Whom is the gentleman gquoting
on this subject?

Mr, PAYNE. Oh,I am guoting a number of people; I can not
name them all.

Mr, WM. ALDEN SMITH. You are not quoting the officers
of the Government there, are you?

Mr. PAYNE. No, sir.

Mr. BALL of Texas. Isthere anyone authorized to speak for
the Cubans now?

Mr. PAYNE. I do not think there is.

Mr. BALL of Texas. The gentleman said that the Cubans are
offering these things. He has pictured the distress in Cuba in
case they refuse to accept this differential rate. Now, I ask, if
they should make a tariff and decline to give the steel trust and
the beef trust (saying nothing about the trusts in other articles)
the benefit of that tariff, then the le there could not get the
benefit of “‘reciprocal trade,” and their country would become
bankrupt, would it not?

Mr. PAYNE. I do not exactly understand the gentleman's
question. Of course, if they do not accept the reciprocity which
we offer them they will not get it.

Mr. BALL of Texas. I understood the gentleman to say that
this measure was being passed in order to prevent bankruptcy in
Cuba,

Mr. PAYNE. I say that if they no not accept it they will
have to go their course. We are doing the best we can for them.

Mr. BALL of Texas. Then if they will not let the steel trust
and the beef trust in they will have to starve?

Mr. PAYNE. I suppose the gentleman is satisfied now, and
will sit down.

Mr. BALL of Texas. The gentleman seems fo be satisfied, as
head of the Ways and Means Committee, to decline to answer
questions that gentlemen are entitled to ask. y

Mr. PAYNE. I did answer the gentleman's question. Iam
sorry I could not address the understanding of the gentleman so
that he conld understand the answer. I answered the question
as I understood it. If I did not understand it, I am the loser.

Now. Mr. Chairman, we have limited the operations of this
bill, as I said half an hour ago, to the present crop and the next
crop. One of the reasons for this limitation is the action of the
recent conference at Brussels. That matter involves the gues-
tion of the bounty to beet sngar. I shall not go extensivelyinto
the bounty question. Gentlemen all understand it—a high tariff
and a high price for consumption in Germany, exportation under
a direct bounty, and then a concealed or indirect bounty through
the cartel system. England has complained of this because it has
destroyed Bger refineries. Finally, a conference of the several

overnments interested was held at Brussels, and it was agreed

t after the 1st day of September, 1903, all bounties on beet
sugar should cease. This agreement will have to be ratified by
the several governments before it will become binding upon them.

In view of the action of this conference we have limited the
operation of this bill to the 1st day of December, 1903, giving an

opportunity to get all of the next year’s crop, which is finally
ground about the 1st of May, to market under the limitations
and provisions of this bill. Whether that provision was a wise
one or not, I am not here to say, but the reason for it will be
found in that Brussels conference, and I sincerely hope that the
agreement reached in that conference may be ratified, becanse I
think it will make a difference in the price of Cuban sugar, as
well as other sugar, in the hands of the producer,thus doing
away with this government bounty.

As to whether the next year’s crop will be sold at the normal
price it is difficult tosay. That being the last year of the bounty,
the producers of beet sngar may be stimulated to get in as.large
a crop as possible while the bounty is in operation. But for that
agreement I have no doubt that sugar wounld have returned to its
normal price in the next year and would have increased nearly a
cent a pound over the price of to-day.

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. What per cent of the Cuban
planters are among the poor people you speak of who need this
20 per cent help?

Mr. PAYNE. Well, there are 196 centrals, and there are be-
tween 16,000 and 17,000 planters, so it would seem that nearly all of
them were the small planters. But it is not for the small planters
alone; it is forthelaborer. Cut off the supply, cut off the money to
pay the laborer, and you create discontent, and down there in that
hot climate among those people who are passionate always how
easy it is to kindle a fire of insurrection and insubordination to
overthrow the government set up and to compel us to intervene
for good order in Cuba.

Gentlemen, it is a thing that I do not wish to contemplate. I
want to do all I can, and I have labored to do what I could to
bring relief to the situation in Cuba and relief to these Cubans
in this hour of their greatest trial in setting up a government, in
this hour of their test emergency; and it is a broader ques-
tion than the question of reciprocity and the question of trade.

We have become so linked to the Cuban people that our destiny
can not well be separated from theirs. e have taken Porto
Rico; we have given them a good government; we brought pros-
perity to that island such as was never dreamed of before in all
its history. It isa near neighbor of Cuba. The Cubans are look-
ing upon our experiment there. The most intelligent of them are
looking toward annexation with the United States. They may
come in a year; they may come in five years. When they come
I pray God they will be in no worse condition than they are to-
day. If we can keep ont this horde of immigrants, if we can keep
out this cheap labor from the East, if we can keep ont undesir-
able labor as we are keeping it out in our own country, and enable
them to build up their industries, diversified industries in that
island, finding their principal market in the United States, it isa
consummation devoutly to be wished.

Mr. LLOYD. Mr. irman, I would like to ask the gentleman
a question. The gentleman spoke a moment ago of the conditions
in Porto Rico being so favorable now that they were more pros-

rous than ever in the history of the past. I want to know why
it would not be well to treat Cuba as you treat them and give
them a free-trade relation?

Mr. PAYNE. Well, the gentleman does not seem to know that
Porto Rico belongs tous and Cuba does not. That is the only
Teason.

Mr. LLOYD. I appreciate the fact that Porto Rico is now a
part of us, and I see very clearly that the disposition here is not
to treat Cuba as if it onght to be a part of us.

Mr. PAYNE. Well, that is a question for the gentleman, of
course., Cuba is not a part of us. I am not anxious that she
shounld be a part of us, but I think without question she will be;
and, preparing for that day, I want to do the best I can for Cuba,
with due regard for our own people.

‘Why, Mr. Chairman, we hear a great deal about the cost of the
sugar beet and the cost of producing beet sugar. I was talking
only a few days ago with one of the most intelligent producers of
sugar beets in the United States. I said to him: “ From what I
know of the industry, from what I know of your being able to
take care in the near future of the by-products, which ought to
bring you three-quarters of a cent a pound on every pound of
sugar you produce, I expect you to produce sugar in the United
States. granulated sugar ready for the market, at 2 cents a pound.”

He replied: ** Well, Mr. PAYNE, you are a little more sanguine
than I am, but if you had said 24 cents a pound I would say you
were clearly within bounds.™

Now. Mr. Chairman, my idea was to give rest and quiet to the
beet-sugar industry. It is threatened by what? By the results
of the Spanish war—by the threatened annexation of Cuba. It
threatens free sugar from Cuba, and if any country on earth can -
compete with American beet sugar, it is Cuba, It is threatening
to come npon you at once. I seek to put it off. I seek to put the
question to sleep and at rest for a few years, and with this 20 per
cent reduction let the beet-sugar industry march on to its final
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triumph. But instead, you say ** No, let the agitation go on; put
it off till next December; send a commission down there and let
the agitation goon.”” And it is agitation that is threatening your
industry. Isit not much better to have the 20 per cent reduction
and have it understood, as it would be, that that is the only re-
duction to Cuba until Cuba comes in? Then the sugar industry
would go on in rapid strides, as it has in the last two or three
years.
Mr. HENRY C. SMITH. Will the gentleman permit a ques-
tion?

Mr. PAYNE. Ohi\ﬁ%

Mr. HENRY C. SMITH. Was there any disturbance of the
beet-sugar interest until this agitation was proposed”

Mr. PAYNE. Oh, certainly; it has been disturbed ever since
we had the war with Spain. Why, how they hollered when we
ngosed to put 15 per cent on Porto Rico instead of the full

ingley rate. The beet-sugar men were frightened to death for
fear of their industry, and yet that country only produced 120,000
tons of sugarin a year. Frightened! Yes, eversince the Spanish
war closed and those countries were annexed to the United States.
I would save your beet—sug:r industry. I am a better friend of

" it than yon are, because I dare to say to them as I say to you, and
as they admit, that this 20 per cent reduction does not hurt their
industry. By that reduction I would save them from the danger
of a larger reduction and full free trade with Cuba.

Mr. HENRY C. SMITH. How many more such friends does
the gentleman think the beet-sugar industry could endure?
[Laughter.

Mr. PA Oh, well, the gentleman is new here. I have
fought for the beet-sugar industry before I ever heard of the
gentleman or knew anything abont him.

Mr. HENRY C. SMITH. I will survive if the gentleman does
not think of me at all.

Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman woke up about the time that a
beet-sugar factory was established in his district, or in an adjoin-
ing district, and then he thought everything revolved around
beet sugar. I have a beet-sugar factory in my own district.
Every ton of beets nsed in that factory is raised in my district.
There is a factory in the adjoining district, where one of the
counties in my district sends the beets that it raises. It is a

uestion with my constitnents about beet sugar. I know how
they feel about it. They are on their second year. Their sugar
cost them 44 cents a pound, and that is all they got for it the
second year. They are hopeful. They know what the people
have done in Michigan on the third year. They are looking for
6 and 12 per cent dividends, and they know about this 20 per cent
reduction, and they accept that, because they do not want the
full free trade that you are trving to force on them.

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. May I ask the gentleman a
question?

Mr. PAYNE. Yes; certainly.

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. You stated a few moments ago
that your arguments were in line with Republican doctrine and
Republican precedent. if T remember rightly. I should like to
ask if it has been the practice of the Republican party in this
House to reduce the revenue on competing goods when an indus-
try was seeking to establish itself?

Mr. PAYNE. Well, I will refer the gentleman to the Dingley
bill as it passed the House, and let him read it through.

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Oh, no; I haye not time to read
that now. . :

Mr. PAYNE. Well, it was so provided in the Dingley bill. If
the gentleman had been here he would have voted for it as every
other Republican did.

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Did you seek toreduce the duty
on tin plate, on steel, on hides, on leather, on wool, on any of the
&hmg-;q where we were competing to establish a successful in-

ustry?

Mr, PAYNE. If the gentleman will study the Dingley bill he
will find that we did reduce the duty on a great many of the items

he has mentioned and on a great many others that he did not |

mention.

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. But we have had tariff bills
before the Dingley bill.

Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman does not seem to appreciate the
sitnation. . Weare not reducing the duty on sugar 20 per cent to
all the world, and thereby reducing the price and starting up com-
petition. We are reducing it on what we receive from Cuba,
which your friends say will not reduce the price, and hence will
not start competition.

ME GARDNER of Michigan. That is not the point I have in
mind.

Mr. PAYNE. Well, that is the point I have in mind.
Kmapher i .

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. The gentleman will see my
point later.

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Will the gentleman indulge me
another question?

Mr. PAYNE. Oh, yes; but I must wind this thing up.

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I have known the gentleman
longer than my colleague from Michigan [Mr. HeNrRY C. SMITH].
I was here and helped to pass the Dingley law. I was here when
the gentleman helped to frame it. I ask the gentleman from
New York if he did not say at that time on this floor that if we
would build a beet-sugar factory in every Congressional district
of the United States you wotld not disturb the tariff for a quar-
ter of a century?

Mr. PAYNE. I did not.

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I quote yon, sir.

Mr. PAYNE. Let me take what you have got there, and ITwill
show you what I did say, unless this is also a garbled extract.

Mr. %VM. ALDEN EA{IT H. All right. I heard you make the
statement and I have my own recollection about it, as well as the
official record.

Mr. PAYNE. Where do you get it from?

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I get it from the report of your
speech in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD.

Mr. PAYNE. I am not ashamed of this speech.

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Neither am I; let us hear it.

Mr. PAYNE. I stand by every word of it. It was delivered
before the Spanish war:

What shall be done with the sugar trust? 'We!]h];:ill tell yon what, in my
opinion, is the best way of dealing with it. Estab a beet-sugar factory in

every C essional ct in the United States. [Applause on the Repub-
lican side.] Give oompfﬁtwn.‘ .and lots of it, everywhere. Put the farmers
over against the trust by passing this bill, and reduce the price of T 80

that German raw sugar can not be brought in to be refined here. ntle-
men on the other side, come over and help us, while we help the farmers out.
[Langhter and applanse.]

You Grangers over there, come and help us. You Populists that go up
and down the streets day after day p ng your devotion to the inter-
ests of the farmers, help us out now when we are trying to help the farmers
in this industry that we can establish so successfully. this wuzg you will
do something toward demolishing the trust. You will accomp more in
this way than by mere invective—by running windmills and all that.
[Laughter and applause.]

Then I go into the next paragraph. I do not say that you
Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Ileave it to the House what you

said.
Mr. PAYNE. © r shonld we not produce all of our sugar?”’
Mr. WM. ALDEN S . On his word Michigan men put
$10,000.000 into this industry.

Mr. PAYNE (continuing):

‘Why should we not produce all of our sugar in this country? Why, it
costs us, Mr. Speaker, about one hundred millions. We were looking around
for proper subjects for taxation. We knew that sugar would produce an
enormonus revenue; and hesides all that, we knew that an adequate protec-
tive tariff would build up the industry in this country, and as it was n-
ally buﬂt‘:rgr the revenune from that source will be reduced; by and by the
revenune come in more largely from other sources— :

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. AIll right.

Mr. PAYNE., Any beet-sugar factory in that?

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Go right along.

Mr. PAYNE. Oh, I know what is here—

B Rt I ke bave, Wik b Taskie” Pia g T ey
itself; we will not disturb our tariff in the next quarter of a century.

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. How about that?

Mr. PAYNE. We have not disturbed it.

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. We took you at your word.

Mr. PAYNE. Hold on. I declineto havethe gentleman shake
his fist at me while I am making a speech.

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I beg your pardon. We took you
at your word and our citizens put $10,000,000 into the beet-sugar
industry in Michigan.

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I decline to have the gentleman
make a speech. Now, that remark referred to the reduction of
the revenue and the replenishing of it from other sources. That
is what that remark referred to, that we wonld have no change
in the tariff in that respect for twenty-five years, and the pre-
diction is justified, because the revenue has not only come in
and taken care of the country, but it has gone far to pay the ex-
penses of our Spanish war; and the prediction justifies itself.

But I did not think then that gentlemen would be howling—I
beg pardon, talking—up and down this Hall, bloodthirsty for war
with Spain, or that something would blow up the Maine and
force war upon the people of this country. Idid not think that
we would have Porto Rico and the Philippines and Cuba upon
our hards in any degree within the of five years when I
made that speech. I stand by every word of it.

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. So do we.

Mr. PAYNE. And sfill, in the light of current events, protect
the beet-sugar industry. I was for protecting it then, as I am
to-day. I bring in this bill, Mr. Chairman. making a reduction
of about 20 per cent, leaving that industry fully protected. Let
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us pass it and stop this agitation to remove the whole duty by the
annexation of Caba to the United States.

Gentlemen, this question is before us. We ought to meet it as
patriots. We ought to meet it with due regard to our own con-
stituents, but in such a way that we may appeal to them, as I do
to mine, as reasonable men. We ought to do it to aid Cuba at the
present time. We ought to do it to bring prosperity and insure

to the government we are establishing.

We are held in the eyes of the nations of the earth to use our
utmost endeavor to give good government to Caba; and finally,
when she comes in by annexation, let ns have Cuba withount
Asiatic hordes forcing themselves in with her; let us have Cuba
prospered with diversified industries; let us have a Cuba that will
not misrepresent what our Government has done for them; let us
have a Cuba that stands for cleanliness, that stands for health,
stands for good order, and stands for the very life, honor, and

lory of the people of the United States. [Loud applause on the
publican side. ] -
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE.

The committee informally rose; and Mr. MAHON having taken
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, by
Mr, PARKINSON, its reading clerk, announced that the Senate had
passed bills of the following titles; in which the concurrence of
the House of Representatives was requested:

S. 4284, An act to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act for the relief
of and civilization of the Chippewa Indians in the State of Min-
nesota,’’ approved January 14, 1889;

8. 5046, An act for the promotion of anatomical science and to
prevent the desecration of graves in the District of Columbia;

S. 1556. An act to provide for the purchase of a site and the
%']qlgtipn of‘a public building thereon at Sterling, in the State of

ois;

S. 642. An act to amend an act entitled *“An act for the relief
of certain settlers on the public lands, and to provide for the re-
payment of certain fees, purchase money, and commissions paid
on void entries of public lands;*’ and

S. 150. An act for the establishment of an assay office at Provo
City, Utah.

The message also announced that the Senate had disa to
the amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (8. 4071)
granting an increase of pension to George C. Tillman, asked a
conference with the House on the disagreeing votes of the two
Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. GALLINGER, Mr. DEBOE,
and Mr. CARMACK as the conferees on the part of the Senate.

RECIPROCITY WITH CUEA.

The committee resumed its session.

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. Chairman, I am opposed to any con-
cessions to Cuba unless they are accompanied by a cordial invi-
tation to Cuba to become a part of the United States; first, as a
Territory under the Constitution and laws of the country, includ-
ing the tariff laws, and later as a sovereign State of the Union.
I am against the pending measure, first, because, according to
the statement of the gentleman from New York, it inaungurates
a policy of reciprocity, that reciprocity which has been termed
the handmaiden of protection. I am opposed to this bill because
it does not reduce the price of sugar to the domestic consumer.
I am opposed to it because it is an extension of the imperialistic
legislation inangurated by the Republican party, for it seeks to
add to the restraints already imposed by the Platt amendment
upon the autonomy of Cuba or the indegendenoa of Cuba. Our
own laws relating to immigration and contract labor, which,
while good in themselves, are entirely unjustified when applied
by pressure by this country to a so-called independent power.

I believe that we shonld take ground now against this measure,
becanse it is a continuation of the imperialistic legislation, and
the opportunity is now offered us of presenting to the American
people a policy of the extension of the mg:b}jc as opposed to an
extension of the empire. For there can be no question but that
the deliberate purpose of the Republican party, as expressed in
the Platt amendment and expressed in the restraints upon the
independence of Cuba imposed by this country, is, when Cuba,
induced by her desire to secure access without restriction to the
markets of this country, applies for annexation to accept her,
but to reduce her to the abject position of a colony or military
dependency. ¥

ow the question is, What position shall the members of this
side of the House assume to this bill? Iinsist that it violates
every principle which should be pursued and maintained by the
party to which we belong. In the first place it inaugurates a
pelicy of reciprocity. What does that mean? Does it mean a
tar'Lny for revenue? Does it mean reduction to our consumers?
Does it mean the withdrawal of protection from the trusts, which
now manufacture and sell ina Rmtacted market at a high ﬁnc'e
and outside of our boundary sell at alow price? Oh, no! Reci-
procity is an extension of the protective system by enlarging its

area, and no better illustration or exemplification of it can be se-
cured than this bill.

This bill does not make a reduction in the price of sugar to the
American consumers. It discriminates against the agricultural
interests and promotes the manufacturing interests—these manu-
factnrm% interests now largely dominated and controlled by the
trusts. It threatens by alarm and fear the sugar production in
this conntry. It promotes the production of the trusts. We thus
trade off one interest, the interest less protected, for another in-
terest, the interest most protected. e extend the area of their
protection, practically extend our protective laws to Cuba, so far
as the trust products are concerned.

Now, I insist upon it that reciprocity is no part of the Demo-
cratic doctrine. ﬁ)is absolutely inconsistent with tariff reform
and tariff revision. It does not mean reduction in the price to
domestic consumers; it does mean discrimination against one
domestic interest and the promotion of other domestic interests,
and that will always be the case. Therefore, such a policy is
likely to produce and increase envy, jealousy, and distrust within
the Republic, and is always likely to secure international enmity
outside of the Republic.

How does it operate outside? 'We seek a single nation and en-
deavor to make a reciprocal arrangement with her by which cer-
tain of her products will come into this country with a less duty.
The result is that such a country is favored in the introduction of
her products to this country. And how will the less-favored
nations regard such favoritism? They will look upon it with
envy, suspicion, distrust, and upon us with enmity, They will
immediately seek to secure a position where they can negotiate
successfully with ns, And how will they get the vantage ground
except by raising a tariff wall against our products, and thus
making it to our advantage or inferest to treat with them?

To-day Germany is raising higher and higher her tariff walls
against our products in retaliation for the high duties of the Ding-
ley Act and with a view to restraining our exports to that coun-
try. The very first country with which it would be for our inter-
est to make a reciprocal arrangement would be Germany, because
she has placed the most restraints upon our trade. So, to make
a reciprocal arrangement with her, we shounld have to allow her
products to come into this country at a less rate than those of
other countries. I ask in what position England, at present
imposing no duties on our products, would then be placed? Why,
she would be forced to retaliate by raising a tariff wall against
our products and entering upon a protective policy. She would
then be in a position where she could insist that in consideration
of certain concessions made by us in our tariff she would make
similar concessions to us,

I insist that the effect of reciprocity will be not only to create
ill feeling and distrust, suspicion and a sense of favoritism at
home, but it will either drive the nations of the world into the
protective system, drive them into raising their tariff walls against
our products, or it will secure their enmity as the result of
favoritism to some States as against other States. y

Now, a great many of my Democratic friends are deceived by
the suggestion of reciprocity. They think it means larger trade,
freer trade, and they say if they can not get tariff reduction as to
the products of all nations, they are inclined to make an arrange-
ment that securesit from each nationsingly. Idenyit; it enlarges
the protective system; itpractically extends our protective system
to other countries. Our policy should be the revision of the
tariff, the reduction of the tariff, now universally unequal, and
particularly to reform legislation regarding the trusts wi:ich,
within the field of their monopoly in this country, charge such
exorbitant prices and outside in the field of competition abroad
oy it Bkl yarsotie to b 1 t

ow, this bill purports to be a reciprocal arrangement, a recip-
rocal treaty. The agricultural productions of Cuba are to come
in with a 20 per cent reduction, and all her products are agri-
cultural. Our manufacturing products are to go in there with
reduced duty, so that you can see that it is to the advantage of
one interest and the disadvantage to another in this country, and
to the disadvantage of that interest which thus far has received
the least of the protection of our-fiscal policy.

There is another reason why reciprocity is false in principle,
and that is it subjects our fiscal system to the changing senti-
ment and caprice of our treaty-making power,

All our fiscal arrangements should be clear, certain, and stable.
Our taxes should not be varied from time to time according to
the judgment of the treaty-making power. They should remain
certain, the same to all the peoples of the world and to all like
products throughout the world; they should not be varied from
year to year by the treaty-making power, thus varying our reve-
nue itae{f, ing that a matter of uncertainty and our govern-
mental operations a matter of uncertainty or diminishing our
revenue E-%m customs, and thus forcing from time to time re-

prisals upon the people of this country through our internal-
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revenue system in order to maintain the revenue essential for the
operations of the Government.

The motto of this country should be *‘ one boundary for the Re-
public, including its possessions, free trade within that boundary,
and absolutely impartial trade with all the nations of the world
outside of it.” That isthe only kind of a policy that will promote
friendliness at home and will prevent enmity and suspicion and
distrust abroad.

Now, this bill is open to another objection, and that is that it is
gractically an extension of the imperialistic policy inaugurated

y the Republican party. We all remember the resolutions by
which we promised Cuba her independence. By those resolu-
tions, properly and justly construed, we could have meant but
one thing—the independence of sovereignty, the autonomy of
sovereignty, the unrestricted power of Cuba to govern itself.
How did we restrain that power in the Platt amendment? Why,
in the first place we declared that we would turn Cuba over to a
government of her own people upon certain condifions. One of
those conditions was that she should turn over to us her military
Eosts and her naval stations, that being demanded for the avowed

ut hypoeritical purpose of protecting the independence of Cuba.
The right of an independent country is to protect her own inde-
pendence; and Cuba sacrificed her own autonomy when she sur-
rendered control of those military and naval stations.

‘We also restrained her debt-contracting power. Now, theright
of an independent nation is to contract whatever debts she pleases,
and not to submit to another nation the control of her ju ent
as to the wisdom of such debt making. We also imposed Iimita-
tions upon her sanitation, practically t.h:owmé the sanitary con-
ditions of the island under the control of the United States,

Now, we have gone that far in our imperialistic policy regard-
ing Cuba—almost relegating her fo the position of a military de-
pendency. In this bill we go farther, and we impose npon her
our immigration laws and our contract-labor laws. Those immi-
gration laws are good laws and those contract-labor laws are
good laws. We have all participated in their enactment. But
what I protest is that this country, an independent government,
has no right to impose upon Cuba, an independent government,
our own laws, laws which may ultimately restrain and control the
line of growth which she may desire to e. .

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I shoulé]ﬁ'ﬁu toask the

tleman
from Nevada whether he thinks the industry of Cuba could
y by American labor?

be carried on successfully and profita

Mr. NEWLANDS. I think so.

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Does the gentleman think that
the rice, tobacco, and sugar industries of the Hawaiian Islands
could be carried on with American labor?

Mr. NEWLANDS. I do.

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. That is not done now in Hawaii.
The gentleman from Nevada was closely connected with the an-
nexation of those islands, the resolution for their annexation that
ﬁased having been presented by him. I hope, therefore, that

fore he gets through he will be able to tell us about the possi-
bility of American labor carrying on the industries of Cuba.

Mr. NEWLANDS. Letme state that the climate of both Cuba
and Hawaii is temperate. Col. Tasker Bliss, the military col-
lector of the port of Habana, who has lived in Cuba for three
years, says that the climate of Cuba is unsurpassed; that it is
warmer in winter and cooler in summer than any part of the
United States. And that makes the very perfection of climate.

Now, as to the ability of our people to work there. It is in evi-
dence that men from America have gone down there and estab-
lished market gardens and are working in them themselves,
Cclonel Bliss states that it is a climate in which the American
race will not degenerate. So, too, with the Hawaiian Islands.
It is true that the labor conditions of Hawaii are unfortunate,
because before annexation Hawaii had reached out for her labor
to the countries nearest to her—had reached out to China and
Japan. Because those people were employed there we assumed
that they were the only people that could be employed there.
But such is not the fact. On the contrary, the climate is ad-
mirably adapted to the white man. It is a temperate climate.
After annexation our immigration laws and contract-labor laws
were, of conrse, applied to her, and as these restricted the Mon-
golian supply of labor the price of labor went up, and the Cuban
planters have been clamoring for themodification of the Chinese-
exclusion act, but as that will not be modified they will gradu-
ally seek for white labor, and they will secure it among the Porto
Ricans, the Italians, and the Portugnese,

The conditions of the laborer in Hawaii are improving every
day. The wealth of the landowner is diminishing every day just
as the condition of the laboring man advances, and that is what
I claim would be the result of annexation of Cuba by this coun-
try. With the application of our immigration and contract-labor
laws we will restrict her labor markets, and that increase of pro-
duction will draw simply upon a fixed population there or upon
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our labor population, and every additional acre put under culti-
vation create an additional demand for that labor and will
increase its value. The very best evidence of it is that the Cuban
production of sugar has increased within the past three years
from 300,000 tons to 850,000 tons. They have been increasing their
production notwithstanding the low price of sugar.

While you speak of the distress of Cuba, it is not an existing
distress; it is anticipated distress. During the past year the price
of labor in Cuba has gone up 50 per cent, and the evidence was
that the wages of the laborers employed upon the sugar planta-
tions of Cuba equaled, if it did not surpass, the average wages
paid to the farm laborers of this country during the past year.
The very effect of the increase will be to increase the production
of Cuba and to increase the demand upon their labor, and that
increase of demand under and upon a restricted labor market will
increase the value of every unit of that labor in the day’s wage.

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. The gentleman has admitted
there is a similarity between Cuba and the Hawaiian Islands, but
he seems to lose sight of the fact that the commission we sent to
the Hawaiian Islands said in their report in 1898 that white labor
could not successfully be employed there in their judgment. He
overlooks that colonies of Americans who have been sent to
Hawaii, as is said by the plantation owners, are unable to snc--
cessfully compete. He seems to lose sight of the fact that in the
Philippine Islands a like condition prevails, and in Hawaii and
the Philippine Islands the chambers of commerce and the people
who are exploiting the islands say they can not work them with
white and erican labor. Now, would not the same conditions
prevail in Cuba?

Mr. NEWLANDS. Ihavenothing to say regarding the Philip-
pine Islands. My hope and expectation is they will be lopped off
and will no longer be a part of us.

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Omitting that, then, does not
the gentleman know that the same condition will prevail in Cuba
unless these immigration laws are extended at this time?

Mr. NEWLANDS. I am not objecting to immigration and
contract-labor law. I am objecting to the imposition of them by
one soverei upon another,

Mr. ROB%T §Oof Indiana. In that I agree with the gentle-

man,

Mr, NEWLANDS. Iam opposed to the bill because it is right
in the line of imperialism. I believe that the application of our
immigration and contract-labor laws to Cuba, when annexed, will
be entirely legitimate. She will then be a part of the Union, and
we will then be legislating for our own people, and she will be
subject to our equal laws; but what I object to in this bill is that
we are legislating for another people, a people whom we have
declared independent.

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. And when she is annexed the
gentleman will find the same conditions as prevail in Hawaii

MryN'EWLANDS Ah, not at all.

Mr. HOOKER. Will the gentleman permit a question?

Mr, NEWLANDS. Certainly.

Mr. HOOKER. Iwant to know and I have often thought why
it was that after the result of the Spanish war, in which we
spent so much money and lost so many soldiers, we should take
hold of Cuba, and our Government should take hold of the archi-

lago on the other side of the globe, but relinquish the only
island belonging to Spain that was worth anything to America?

Mr. NEWLANDS. I quite agree with the gentleman as to the
importance of Cuba as a part of the United States. I differ with
him as to Hawaii. I think that the proper expansion of this Re-

ublic involves not only the expansion over contiguous territory,
gut the acquisition of islands essential to our coast defense; and
I have always regarded Hawaii, halfway as it is toward the
Orient, as a most valuable place as a military and naval station,
gd g also constituting a defense to our coast line from Alaska to

n Diego.

Mr. HOOKER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him
another question?

Mr, NEWLANDS. Thus diminishing both our military and
naval expense. If the gentleman will hear me, I have always felt
that if those islands were in the hands of a hostile power, that if
such power had a naval station there, it could be made a point
from which a radiating attack conld be made upon our entire
merchant marine upon the Pacific coast, and you must recollect
the coast line of the Pacific is longer than that of the Atlantic.
Take a radial line of only 2,500 miles from Hawaii and it would
touch every part of our coast from Alaska to San Diego, and if an
attack were aimed npon us from the Asiatic coast the ships would
be derelicts in the ocean before they would reach our shores un-

less they conld take on coal at Hawaii; and the very possession

of the islands has in itself been a matter not only of diminishing
the military and naval expense, but a matter of legitimate expan-
sion to the commerce of the Republic,
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Mr. HOOKER. In the line of the gentleman’s argument, I
would like to ask him another question. Why should the Goy-
ernment of the United States pass over Cuba, the most fertile
country on earth, which we have always desired to have, and
seize upon Porto Rico, beyond Cuba, no less fertile, but a less
favorable ion than Cuba?

Mr. NE DS. The reason was that we promised Cuba
independence, and there has been a hypocritical effort upon the
mert of the R:ﬁublican P to keep that promise. They have

n seeking all the time to fasten npon her the control of mili-
tary power and to reduce her to the position of a military de-
pendency, whilst they have been preaching the doctrine of benev-
olence and disinterestedness.

Now. I propose, so far as we are concerned, that we should in-
gist upon 1t that if any concessions as a matter of sentiment are
made to Cuba we should accompany those concessions with a
cordial invitation to Cuba to become a part of the United States.
That is not the application of force. e could make a temporary
reduction to those islands, and give Cuba to understand that she
was to have abundant time for deliberation and consideration.
The force that would bring her into this country would be the
force of her own reason and of her own necessity, which onght
always to guide and control a people. Now, with reference to
this proposed bill, I have already stated that it would not reduce
the price to the American consumers. That is very easily dem-
onstrated. Th%producf:ion of sugar in the world is about 10,000.-
000 tons. The United States consumes about one quarter of that,
or about 2,500,000 tons. You can understand, then, how desirable
a market the United States is. Now,. of this 2,500,000 tons con-
sumed in America about one-third is produced by Porto Rico,
Hawaii, Louisiana, and our beet-sugar farms. Another third
comle‘; from Cuba., The other third comes from the rest of the
world.

With a view to ]frotecﬁng the production of sugar in this coun-
try, as well as collecting revenues, a tax of $34 a ton was imposed
by the Dingley Act upon sugar coming to this country, thus prac-
tically doubling the world's price of raw sugar as it stands to-day.
Now, admit Cuban sugar free, or admit it with a reduced duty,

- and what is the result? Will the price of our domestic sngar be
reduced? Not at all, for the price of onr domestic sugar to-day is
the world’s price of sugar plus our duty, plus the freight to this
country, and that will be the case until the United States pro-|
duces its entire consumption. Aslong as 100,000 tons are im-

“ported from abroad and this duty lasts the domestic price of
sugar in this country will be the world’s price, plus the duty,
which means that in America to-day the American people pay
double the world’s price for their sugar.

Now, suppose we let in Cuban sugar free or with a reduced
duty. It means that only one-third of the two-thirds of foreign
production comes in with a reduced duty. Westill import 750,000
or 800,000 tons, and the price of that will be the world’s price,
plus the duty, so that the domestic price to consumers will be
maintained at the same rate. The very purpose of the Dinlfley
Act was to accomplish this, and the very purpose of this bill, as
alleged by its author, is not to reduce the price to the American
consumer, but to transfer $6,000,000 of the duty now paid on
Cuban sugar to the pockets of the Cuban planters. That is the
proposition, $6,000,000—20 per cent.

Now. you say, that is only fair, that the Cubans pay the duty
upon the sugar, and we return to them 20 per cent of what they

v. But the Cubans do not pay the duty upon her sugar. The

uty upon her sugar is paid by our consumers, by our refiners,
and their customers. Our refiners pay the duty and impose
it as an additional price upon the consumer. So that we have
here a reciprocity arrangement which involves no reduction in
price to the American consumer, but a transfer of one-fifth of the
tax paid by American producers upon Cuban sugar, and not by
the Cubans upon Cuban sugar; a transfer to the Cuban planters
of that one-fifth.

What is the reason this is urged? Why, it is ur%ed simply be-
canse the Cuban planters are in distress, Well, I am sure that
distress always has my sympathy. I sympathize with the Cuban

lanters if they are in distress. I sympathize with the Cuban la-
gorcrs if they are in distress. I sympathize with our American
farmers and our American laborers if they are in di . But
distress should not be the occasion of national legislation.

When the farmers of this country were in distress in 1893, re-
ceiving the world's price for farm products, recollect, just as Cuba
is receiving it to-day, we did not seek by legislation to increase
the price which they shounld receive. And yet, with reference to
foreigners, we pro to increase the price which the foreign
planters shall receive for their product, simply because they are
not satisfied with the world’s price.

And vwhy is the world’s price so low? Simply becanse Cuba has

roduced so much. Prior to the Cuban war the uction of
Eubawss 1,000,000 tons per annum, During the Cu war that

production fell to 100,000 tons per annum. That was the oppor-
tunity of the protected and bounty-fed sugar producers of Eu-
rope, and they entered the markets of the world that Cuba had
controlled, and monopolized them, and the result was that when
the Cuban war was at an end she found the places in which she
had been accustomed to sell her crops monopolized by other pro-
ducers. Notwithstanding that she started in to produce, and she
has increased her production from 100,000 tons, the lowest pro-
duction during the Cuban war, to 850.000 tons, nearly one-tenth
of the world’s product; and the surplus of 1,000,000 tons in the
world to-day consists almost entirg?y of the Cuban products.
The price which Cuban planters receive responds to the law of
supply and demand. The supply has been increased beyond the
demand, and the price has fallen. She is unwilling to accept the
world’s grice of sugar, which is below 2 cents a pound, and she
clall_ings that she can not produce it for less. Therefore, she asks
relief.

Judged as a mere reciprocal arrangement, judged by business
considerations, there is no reason for this legislation. It is legis-
lation unparalleled in the history of our country. It is a kind of
legislation that we have never brought to the relief of our own
producers. It is a kind of relief that we ought not, as a matter
of business, to extend to the producers of other countries. But
sentimental legislation—

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Will the gentleman yield for a
question?

Mr. NEWLANDS. Sentimental considerations have been—
yes, I yield to the gentleman.

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Does the gentleman hold under
the Platt amendment that Cuba is not allowed to enter into a
commercial treaty with any other power? :

Mr. NEWLANDS. Cubaisabsolutely free to make a commer-
cial treaty with any other country she sees fit, and this legislation
can not be justified on the ground that the Platt amendment
limits her treaty-making power. It doesnot inany way limit her
power to make commercial freaties.

Well, my friends, I think we have all indulged in sentimental
considerations; but the American people are becoming tired of
sentimental legislation. We have spent $300,000,000 to free Cuba
as a matter of sentiment. We have spent over 500,000,000 in en-
deavoring to carry civilization to the Philippine Islands. Now
it is proposed that we shonld carry this sentimental legislation
further, and that when Cuba is about to inaugurate her own gov-
ernment we make her planters a gift of the taxes imposed, not
upon her people, but upon our people; and the only justification
for that is that Cuba needs help. The proposition is to transfer
these taxes to a foreign produncer, because if yon admit that Cuba
is an independent government her people must be foreigners.

Now, so far as I am concerned, I am willing to extenlgnthis sen-
timental legislation. I realize the fact that Cuba is about to in-
angurate her own government. I realize the fact that the low
price of sugar is likely to have a depressing effect upon her indus-
tries. I will be glad when Cuba becomes a part of the United
States. I am willing to add to the generosity which we have
already extended to her, but I would add in connection with the
extension of this liberality an invitation to become a part of the
United States, and I would extend the invitation for this reason:
The United States during the past three or four years, for the
first time in its history, has entered npon a policy of imperial ex-
pansion. It has for the first time in its history asserted its right
to hold a country subject to its domination and a people subject
to its domination. Cuba may well feel that if she applies for
annexation to this country she will be accepted, but will be re-
duced to a condition of a colonial possession or military depend-
ency.

I would give her heart and conrage now and insure her of the
enduring sympathy of the Republic. That it is the purpose of this
country, at least so far as she is concerned, to recognize that is-
land as a part of the legitimate expansion of the Republic, and not
as a part of the expansion of the empire. I would accompany
this by a temporary reduction extending over one crop, or, if nec-
essary, two, extending an invitation, giving her the benefit of the
proposed arrangement, not as a part of a general recigrocity policy
of the country, so that it should not he considered an indorse-
ment of reciprocity, but simply as an extension of sentimental leg-
islation already enacted, and giving her time for deliberation and
consideration, without the pressure of economic distress. Iwould
not give anyone the opportunity of saying that we forced Cuba
into the Union through her distress, but I would give her to
understand that after this temdggrary reduction for a single cro
or two crops, tiding over such distress, reciprocal relations wonl

exist no longer, and that after that commercial union could only
be accomplished by political union. I would put an end to senti-
mental legislation in this way.

I believe that annexation will be a
lieve it will be a good thing for the

thing for Cuba. I be-
nited States. There never
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has been a time in the history of the Republic that Cuba has not
been regarded as a desirable part of the United States. If we are
to annex a country, let us annex a rich country, and Cuba is the
richest country upon the globe. If we are to annex a country,
let us annex a country with a good climate, and Cuba has one of
the best climates in the world. a temperate climate, one that is
suitable for exertion, and one that maintains a strong and vigor-
ous race. Cuba is a country that is capable of sustaining a popu-
lation of 12,000.000 to 15,000,000 people. If she is to be annexed
I would rather have her annexed shortly after the withdrawal of
military control, when the transfer will be easy, and not after
ears of strife, civil war, and confusion, such as are sure to be
inaugurated, as in every Spanish-American republic.

I believe it would be a good thing for Cuba to give her the free
access to our markets; give her this donble price of sugar which
is now paid by our domestic consumers and the price of her
will rise from $34 per ton, the price in the world’s market, to
a ton in our market. Assuming that the present tariff is main-
tained, it will mean a clean gift annually to Cuba of $30,000,000.
Of course, the result of that annexation will be that immediately
the labor values of Cuba will increase. It will mean,with our
immigration laws and with our contract-labor laws extended to
that island as a part of the Republic, restriction of the labor there
and an increase of the production equal to the point of the lim-
ited labor supply and would increase the value of every unit of
labor, just as it in the Hawaiian Islands, and thus gradually
the labor cost of production in the beet-sugar farms and the
car;;s&ﬁ:r plantations of Louisiana, Hawaii, and Cuba would be

the Hawaiian Islands, unfortunately, when we took them we
had the very worst form of sugar production. The production of
sugar was upon great plantations, where the laborers occupied
the relation of serfs attached to the soil. We could not change
that condition in a day. We could not restore the Chinese and
Japanese who were there to their own lands, but the very result
of the extension of our immigration laws and contract-labor laws
was to so increase the price of labor and the independence of
labor that the planters have been clamoring for a relaxation of
these laws. The very clamor of the planters indicates that the
condition of the laboring classes has been improving. If we had
been true to our duty and provided a gradual system of dividing
up these great plantations into small farms, there is no reason
m the production of sugar could not be made an industry that

ill sustain as good a class of producers as any other farming in-
dustry. The trouble is that capital has monopolized the business
and controls great areas of land and obtained the chea labor.
A wise legislation applied to Cuba will promote small land hold-
ings in that island, will break up these great plantations, and will
promote the welfare and the we].{)-being of the individual laborers,
and thus tend to advance Cuba’s population to a condition of
gelf-respecting citizenship in this great Republic.

Mr. SPARKMAN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman allow
an interruption?
* Mr. NEWLANDS. Yes.
Mr. SPARKMAN. I was quite interested in the reasons the
entleman gave for the annexation of Cuba to the United States.
e of the reasons was, of course, that it would be beneficial to
Cuba; and I can well understand that. The only reason why the
gentleman gave for its being beneficial to the United States was
that Cuba is a rich country. Has the gentleman any other reason?
Mr. NEWLANDS. I think our people would settle in that
country. I believe we would tly improve and build up the
country and it would be a benefit to us to have our population set-
tle there. I believe that in time Cuba will be as beautiful as the
Riviera of Italy and France.
Mr. SPARKMAN. How wonld that benefit the United States?

Mr. NEWLANDS. You might as well ask me how the exten-
sion of the Republic across the Alleghenies or the extension of
the Republic to the Pacific coast has been of advantage to the
Republic. It has increased the population, it has increased the
wealth, it has increased the power, it has increased the prestige
of the country. In addition to that, these islands stand right at
the month of the Gulf. You may regard Cuba almost as a for-
tress at the mouth of the Mississippi. This island stands in the
line of onr isthmian canal. There is every reason why we should
have this island as a part of the United States. It seems fo have
been lopped off by a convulsion of nature. I think it quite rea-
sonable to believe that Cuba was at one time a part of Florida,
which the gentleman represents,

Mr. SPARKMAN. Onequestion more. Iunderstand the gen-
tleman to say that this concession to Cuba will interfere to some
extent with the beet-sugar industry in this country.

thMr. ’NE‘;VLANDS'th}st will to %hi:ttlalxtenh It wfﬂl not affect
e price of sugar in this country, but the prospect of reciprocity,
and the prospect of annexation, I admit, will have some unfavor-

able effect upon the future extension of beet-sugar production.

But I claim that it will rest largely in the imagination. I asked
the sugar producers who appeared before the Ways and Means
Committee which they preferred, reciprocity or annexation, and
they replied annexation, because they knew that our immigration
and contract-labor laws would apply. This bill applies to them
also, but who is to enforce them? A proper enforcement of the
law depends upon annexation.

Mr. SPARKMAN. If the prospect of this bill has that effect,
what will the actunal realization be?

Mr. NEWLANDS. I think the realization will be less than
the anticipation. I believe that su%ar is almost altogether a prod-
uct of labor. Sugar is produced cheaper in Cuba because labor
is cheaper there than in the United States. But when our immi-
gration laws and contract-labor laws are applied to that island,
when she becomes a part of the United States, when we can en-
force them, and not leave them to be enforced by the people there,
the immediate effect will be an increase in the price of labor, just
as in the case of Hawaii. Hawaiian planters thought they were
entering upon an era of uue%ualed prosperity after annexation,
but it hasnot been realized. Now there is an absolute depression
in the sngar stocks there, arising from the fact that the price of
labor has advanced as the result of annexation. The laboring
classes have been benefited there by annexation more than the

planting class.

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Let me ask the gentleman how
much the price of labor has advanced in the Hawaiian Islands
since annexation?

. Mr. NEWLANDS. I can not tell the gentleman mathemat-

ically.

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. The present price is about $17
per month, and board and clothe themselves,

: WLANDS. What was it before?

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. About $15 or $16 a month.

Mr. NEWLANDS. Ithasadvancedagreatdeal more than that.

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Before annexation they had the
contract-labor system, under which the large body of laborers
were practically slaves, as the gentleman himself has told us.
But the present price is about $17 per month. I mean, of course,
Japanese and Chinese labor, practically the only kind utilized

ere.

Mr. NEWLANDS. The price of labor there has steadily ad-
vanced; and so far as Cuba is concerned the advance in wages is
best illustrated by the fact that within the last year, as the result
of the increased production of sugar in Cuba and the increased
demand upon a limited laboring population, the prices of labor
have advanced nearly 50 per cent and have equaled the wages of
farm laborers in this country.

Mr. BALL of Texas. Is it not the fact also that under the
labor laws in operation there before annexation, while the wages
were nominally a certain amount, the penalties of one kind or an-
other absorbed half of those wages?

Mr. NEWLANDS. Iam not familiar with the facts in regard
to ﬂo?é- All I know is that the price of labor has materially ad-
vanoced.

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have stated my objections to this bill,
and I have also stated the concessions which I think can be judi-
ciously made to Cuba as an extension of our sentimental legisla-
tion. I believe in the expansion of the Republic over contignous
continental territory and adjacent islands that are essential to our
coast defense. I believe that Cuba is a part of that desirable
expansion. I believe that it is incumbent npon us to give the
invitation to Cuba, rather than wait for her application, simply
because she will hesitate to reply, knowing the experience of Porto
Rico and the Philippine Islands; simply because it is our duty to
express to her in clear and unequivocal terms our purpose in
regard to her should she seek annexation—that we intend to make
her a part of the Republic, not a part of the empire.

I am against reciprocity treaties in every shape and form as an
expansion of the system of high protection, as involving no re-
duction of price to consumers and involving domestic ill feeling
and jealousy from the favoring of certain domestic interests and
the discrimination against other domestic interests, and also in-
volving in the end international dislike, envy, and hatred. And
so I am against this bill unless it be so amended as to be accom-
panied by the invitation to which I have referred, and which, if
accepted by Cuba, will open to her such a future of freedom,
prosperity, and happiness as she can never secure through in-
dependence. What greater boon of liberty can she enjoy than
that secnred by the Constitution and equal laws of the Republic,
and what greater future can awaif her than that of ultimately
becoming a sovereign State of this Union? [Loud applause.]

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES,

The committee informally rose; and Mr. CAPRON having taken
the chair as er pro tempore, a message from the President
was communicated to the House of Representatives by Mr.
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PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, who announced that the President
had approved and signed a bill of the following title:

On April 7, 1902;

H. R. 13360. An act making appropriations to supply additional
urgent deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending
June 30, 1602, and for other purposes.

RECIPROCITY WITH CUBA.

The committee resumed its session.

Mr. McCLELLAN. Mr. Chairman, after three months of the
hardest kind of work—after concessions offered and concessions
made—after rebellion sternly repressed—after semiofficial ntter-
ances printed in the semiofficial press to the effect that the Ad-
ministration would die in a certain ‘‘last ditch’ that has been
moved forward and forward and forward until it has disappeared
over the horizon—the much desired, the much prayed for bill for
the relief of Cuba is at last before the House.

‘When I look across the center aisle and see the somewhat be-
draggled and wearied agpeamnoe of the white dove of harmony
that perches npon the ers of the Republican , a little
incident recalls itself to my memory—an incident that occurred
atthe beginning of the present session. There was a matter of
importance before the House; and we Democrats were opposing
it in the usual united and brotherly way in which we oppose
everything [langhter], when suddenly out of the night of the
Republican side came my committee colleagne, the gentleman
from Ohio Elr. GRrosVENOR], walking with stately tread across
the well. He leaned upon one of the desks in the front row and
recited to us a little poem that has since brought him well-de-
served fame as a poet and has unquestionably resulted in his
renomination to Congress. [Laughter.] Itseemstome thatthe
time is now ogportune to return it to him—I only wish that he
were here so that he might hear me recite it—to return it to him
with the grateful acknowledgment of an appreciative minority:

‘When birdies in their nests agree,
It is a rare delight;
But, oh, it is so sad to see

Those little birdies fight. - .
—GROSVENOR.

hter.]
% feared that the majority party would be hopelessly
divided upon this bill. We had heard of insurgents who would
never, never die, and seldom surrender; but—

These were the %ds of yesterday;

The wind hath blown them all away.

[Langhter.]

‘When the grand army began its retreat from Russia, Marshal
Ney commanded the rear guard, 30,000 strong. As the remains
of that army reached imperial territory, the Emperor sent for
Ney. The * Bravest of the brave '’ rode up, a mere wreck of his
former self, and saluted. “ Ney,” said the Emperor, ** where is
the zt-lez}r guard?’ * Sire,” replied the marshal, *‘I am the rear

Iam no prophet, Mr. Chairman, but I venture to predict that
when the roll is called upon the final passage of this bill, if any-
one asks where are the ** insurgents,’’ the gentleman from Minne-
sota [Mr. TAWNEY], my colleague on the committee, will rise
80 y in his place and, respectfully addressing himself to
the Chair, reply, ** Mr. Speaker, I am the insurgents.”” [Applause
and langhter. ]

Self-examination is sometimes the most excellent self-discipline.
For four years we have been trying to deceive ourselves that we
fought the war with Spain simply as an incident of chivalrous
knight errantry, without any selfish motive. What are the facts?
It is true that sentimentality did influence us, and greatly influ-
ence us, but there was another cause that broughton the war with

Spain.

Cuba lies at our door, the key to the Caribbean Sea; the key to
the Nicaraguan Canal, if that is ever constructed. A condition
of anarchy had existed in Cuba for nearly thirty years. Cuba,
owing to misgovernment, was a breeding spot for pestilence that
ravaged the cities of the United States. The conditions became
intolerable. Then came the tragedy of the Maine and war fol-
lowed. If we freed Cuba, at least we were repaid for that act of
generosity. Cuba was freed and the Cuban people profited, but
we profited quite as much. In the resolutions which virtually
brought on the war we recognized the independence of Cuba.
‘We proclaimed in the so-called Teller resolution—

That the United States hereby disclaims any disposition or intention to
exercise @\'cmigmfy. jurisdiction, or control over said island except for the
pacification thereof, and asserts its determipstion whenthat is accomplished
to leave the government and control of the island to its people.

That was in 1808. 'We recognized the republic, for that was vir-
tually what it meant—the independence of the Republic of Cuba.
In 1801 we restricted that independence by the Platt
amendment. It is true the gentlemen on this side of the House,
I think without exceptiofl, voted against the Platt amendment,

Mr. TAWNEY, ill the gentleman pardon me?

Mr. McCLELLAN. Certainly,

v

Mr. TAWNEY. You have said that by the adoption of the
Platt amendment we have restricted the independence of Cuba.

Mr. McCLELLAN. Most certainly.

Mr. TAWNEY. Will you explain to the committee in what
particular we have restricted the independence of the island by
the adoption of that amendment?

Mr. McCLELLAN. Iam about to do so, if my colleagne will
bear with me for one moment.

Mr. TAWNEY, Ithonght the gentleman was about to leave
the subject.

Mr. McCLELLAN. I shall not, perhaps, be able to enlighten
the gentleman, but I shall at least be able to solve his doubts.
By the adoption of the Platt amendment we restricted, I repeat,
the independence and sovereignty of Cuba. In paragraph 3 of
the amendment we stated *‘ that the Government of Cuga con-
sents that the United States may exercise the right to intervene
for the preservation of Cuban independence, the maintenance of
a government adequate for the protection of life, property, and
individual liberty, and for discharging the obligations with respect
to Cuba,” and so on, in reference to treaty of Paris. We fur-
ther reserved the right to take such coaling stations and naval
stations as might be hereafter determined by treaty. Does any-
one suppose that if Cuba declined to make such a treaty in the
interests of good government we would not interfere and do ex-
ac‘fllg what we pleased? By the Platt amendment—

.TA Y. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. McCLELLAN, Certainly; I am always glad to hear the

Ty TAWNEY. Isth dence of a purpose

! A ere any evidence of a on the
of our Government, in the event that Cuba refuses to enter inpt?)l:
treaty, such as is provided in the amendment, that we will inter-
vene for the purpose of compelling transfer or anything of that

Mr. McCLELLAN. Mr. Chairman, the only ent on
which the Platt amendmeut stands or can be defended is that it
is the ultimate outcome of the Monroe doctrine, and as the ulti-
mate outcome of the Monroe doctrine it is necessary, accordi
to the friends of the amendment, that we shall control the key
the Caribbean Sea. There is nothing specific in this, there was
nothing specific in the Teller resolution, to suggest that we would
take back part that we had granted. Nothing. In fact, there

was everrthmg’ to lead the average individual to suppose that
Eve w_c;ul never limit the sovereignty of Cuba, and yet we have
one 1t.

Mr. PALMER. Just ask him how.

Mr. McCLELLAN. It is a mere question of splitting hairs—a
mere qruestion of splitting words—go on.

Mr. TAWNEY. A great many gentlemen around me are, to-
gether with m , anxious to kmow how you interpret or how
you conclude that we have limited the sovereignty of Cuba by
the Platt amendment, when they are entirely free under that
amendment to enter into reciprocal trade agreements with any
country in the world, and when we do nothing more than to pre-
vent them from entering into a treaty for the purpose of trans-
ferring that sovereignty to some other power. _

Mr. McCLELLAN. I have sat at the feet of the gentleman
from Minnesota so often and absorbed from him sweetness and
light that I am giad he comes to me for information. [Laugh-

ter.

LEr. TAWNEY. Yes; butIam not getting it very rapidly.

Mr. McCLELLAN. If the gentleman will only have patience—
he is to have seven hours later [laughter]—if he will only bear
with me until I can speak for five minutes I will explain to him.

The gentleman asks how have we limited the independence of
Cuba when we have ** generously ** permitted her to make trade
agreements or commercial freaties with any other country——

Mr. TAWNEY. Or any other treaty—

Mr. McCLELLAN. Let me finish my sentence.

Mr. TAWNEY. Or any other treaty, except a transfer of her
independence.

‘Mr. McCLELLAN. Pardon me, the only cgnsibla treaty under
the terms of the Platt amendment into which Cuba can enter is
a treaty of commerce, for the reason that we have guaranteed
her independence. She can not agree to reduce that independ-
ence; she can not agree, even if she would, to become a part of
any other counha'. She can not permit a foreign garrison to
come on the island of Cuba if she wants to. She can not have
any foreign relations except with the United States.

Mr, COCHRAN. She can not make an offensive and defensive
alliance with any other country,

Mr, McCL i inly she cannof; and the permission
that we have given her to make a trade agreement amounts to
nothing, for what country would make a commercial treaty with
Cuba knowing that if Cuba were to violate its terms, like some
Latin-American republics, that she would be powerless either
directly ormﬂ:rect}' i y even to request her to live up to the terms
of that treaty without having to answer to the United States?
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During the pendency of the Cuban constitutional convention | tons were imported from various sources. The United States is
the delegates of that convention sent to Washington certain rep- | therefore not a ?ery wide field for European sugar, owing to the

resentatives. Those representatives asked the President to
some arrangement of reciprocity for the benefit of Cuba. Con-
was not in session and the President could make no .
fthasbeentesnﬁed before the committee, it is a matter of com-
mon rumor, that while the President declined to make any such
agreement because he had not the power, that he dismissed the
delegates with one of those happy phrases for which he will
always be remembered. * Go, i sald he; ‘*‘trust the United
States.” We can not pay his memory a more or a
greater tribute than by showing that in his estimate of his coun-
trymen he was not mistaken. [Loud applause.]

All witnesses who appeared before the Committee on Ways
and Means, Cuban sugar growers, Government officials, even gen-
tlemen from the central western part of the United States, repre-
senting beet sugar, conceded that economic conditions in Cuba
were, 1f not to-day, at least would be in the immediate future,
desperate.

Mr. TAWNEY rose.

- Mr. McCLELLAN. Does the gentleman desire to ask me a
question?

Mr, TAWNEY. I do not wish to interrupt the gentleman.

Mr. McCLELLAN. Excuseme. Ihavebecome soaccustomed
to answering questions from the gentleman that I thought he de-
sired to ask me another.

Mr. TAWNEY. If the gentleman will allow me to suggest,
those statements before the Ways and Means Committee were in
January last and this is the month of April, and we have not yet
seen the evidences of that distress.

Mr. McCCLELLAN, A caseof Christmasin April. [Laughter.]
The census of 1809, as I remember the figures, shows that 58 per
cent of the rural real estate in Cuba has been mortgaged and 79
E‘eﬁ r cent of the nurban real estate. Three-fourths of the people of

ba depend directly or indirectly for a livelihood upon therais-
ing and the manufacture of raw sugar. Upon the success or the
failure of the sugar crop depends the very life of Cuba.

The world market for sugar is overstocked. It has been esti-
mated that on October 1, 1901, the world's supply exceeded the
world’s demand by 1,812 Soa tons. The stock on hand waiting a
possible rise in price, or wamn an increase of the demand, is
growing greater ever{ extraordinary condition "of
gfﬁ%:rs has been brought a.bout by the bounty and kartel systems

urope.

‘When the production of beet sugar assumed serious propor-
tions on the Continent, governments at once began to impose ex-
cises for revenue purposes, as they had on almost every taxable
commoditity produced. Forthe purposeof encouraging the beet-
sugar industry both Germany and France, as well as Austria, in-
augurated, nearly twenty yearsago,a syst.em of export drawbacks.
On sugar leaving the country the excise tax was returned; but
as the amount of the excise was intentionally computed upon a
lower yield of sugar per ton of beets than what was actually pro-
gnced the drawback operated as an indirect bounty on exporta-

on.

Under this stimulus the production of beet sugar largely in-
creased and an overproduction soon ; that is, more was
produced than the world was willing to absorb at a profitable
price. Accordingly, in some countries the indirect bounty was
abolished and a direct bounty paid on exports, while in other
countries a direct bounty was paid in addition to the indirect
bounty. Production continued to increase and overproduction | b
again resulted. In Germany and Austria the sitmation was re-
lieved by the organization of what is called the Zuker-Kartel,
which is a combination or trust composed practically of all the
beet manufacturers and sugar refiners in Germany and in Austria.

Thanks to a prohibitive tariff, foreign sugar can not be marketed.
Taking advantage of this fact, the cartel buys from its members
all the beet sugar they can raise. It then apportions among the
refineries a sufficient amount of sugar to meet the home demand,
fixing the price at somewhat less than that at which foreign sugar
can be sold, plus the prohibitive duty. In this way the sugar
manufacturer of Germany and Austria receives not only the di-
rect bounty of the Government for the sugar that he exports, but
also an extraordinary and artificial profit from the sale of sugar
at home. While it costs 1.8 cents to make a pound of sugar in
Germany, it is sold at Hamburg for export at 1.47 cents a pound,
one-third of a cent less than the cost of production.

In the United States our beet-sugar growers are protected not
only by the countervailing duty against bounty-fed sugars,
amounting virtually to the amount of the bounty paid, but also
by a direct T%rmectwe duty amounting to about 94 per cent ad
valorem. e United States consumed abont 2,400.000 tons of
sugar during the year 1901, of which amount she imported
1,600,000. Of this Cuba supplied 580,000 tons, the East Indies
800,000 tons, the British West Indies 110,000 tons, South Africa
100,000 tons, Germany 225,000 tons, and the remaining 285,000

countervsllmg uty.

England is the market for which all Europe has been competing
ever since the existence of the bounty system. Sugar issold in
London at 2 cents a pound, at a profit to the continental producer,
while the same grade is sold in Germany for 8 cents and in France
for 10 cents,

The result of this artificial condition has been the constant re-
duction of the price of bounty-fed sugar. This constant fall in
price caused by a further overproduction brought continental
economists to a realization of the gravity of the situation. Eleven
unavailing efforts had been made in international conferences to
come to some general understanding upon the subject of bounties,

Conditions last year were so serious that another conference was
held at Brussels, which has at last reached an agreement. The
only alternative to a still further increase of Government boun-
ties was the entire abolition of the bounty system, and this is the
radical step that has been taken in the Brussels convention,
After the 1st of September, 1903, the contracting parties, includ-
ing every Euro wer but Russia, are to abolish all direct and
indirect bounties, while the surtax on imported sugar is limited
toa maximum of 5.50 francs on a hundred kilograms of raw sugar,
being an equivalent of 0.481 cent mound avoirdupois, and 6
francs per hundred kilograms of re sugar, being an equiva-
lent of 0.525 cent per pound avoirdupois. This means that the
margin between the excise tax levied on domestic sugar and the
customs tariff imposed on foreign sugar shall never exceed a
maximum of 5.50 cs in the one case and 6 francs in the other
per hundred kilograms.

The effect of the abolition of bounties and of a reduction of the
surtax to a minimum will immediately result in the disruption of
the cartel in Germany and in Austria, for the cartel can only ex-
ist because of the bounties and of the enormous margin between
the domestic excise and the customs duty. As sugar costs the
German producer something like 1.8 cents per pound, and as it is
selling for export at the world price of 1.47 cents per pound, the
abolition of bounties and the disruption of the cartel must
increase the world price of sugar to the cost of manufacture plus a
profit. Professor Wiley, of the Agricultural Department, has
estimated this increase of price at four-tenths of a cent per pound.

The first effect of the Brussels agreement was the fall in the .
price of sugar to the equivalent of 3¢ cents in New York for raws
96° polarization. It is probable that this price may still further
fall during the coming year, because as there are only two crops
which will receive the benefit of bounties and the cartel, pro-
ducq:};s] will strain every effort to make those crops as large as
possible.

In other words, the supply will more than ever exceed the de-
mand, and consequently the world price will certainly not go
above its present figunre. ‘When the Brussels agreement goes into
effect in 1903, there will be enormous guantities of sugar in stor-
age that have not been consumed, estimated at at least 1,000,000
tons. This surplus sugar must be absorbed and productaon must
be reduced to balance the supply under the new and natural con-
ditions before the price of sugar will advance. When the effects
of the artificial stimulation to production have passed away, then
the world price of sugar will advance and be controlled by the
economic law of supply and demand.

As Germany is the largest producer of sugar in the world, the
world pnce of sugar is fixed at her principal port of export, Ham-

%I ce of sugar in New York af any time will, there-
f01 e, be the Hamburg price plus freight and shipping cha.rgm,
duty, and countervailing duty The following statement will ex-
plain my meaning:

Parity of 85° analysis beet sugar and 96° polarization cane sugar, per 100 pounds,
Beet sugar, at 69 £. 0. b. Hamburg, per 112 pounds ........ Zoua LAY
T rAIEhE, 0 DR D00 s o ti e e i e ey s e i 083

Insu.rance, bank commission, loss of wauzht 4 percent ...
Duty (88° analysis outturns $4° polarization

Countervailin dnt (German erug'nr) <
Lighterage at N ork S S st |
Di tleu'emvei in va.lue to refiners between 88° nmlysm and 96° polariza- 5

v L e e e ) T Lty :
Parity of 96° polarization cane centrifugal.......coviicecnnnacnnen a.67

The price of sugar at Habana free on board ship at any time
will be the price at New Your less duty, freight, imd shipping
charges,

There are two standard grades of raw sugar produced in Cuba—
centnfugal polarizing at 96°, and molasses sugar, polarizing at

The price of cent:nfuga] sugar 96° test in New York yester-
day was 8% cents, while the price of molasses sugar is 2§ cents,
These prices will scarcely increase permanently until the Brussels
convention is in full force and operation. It is even probable
that they will fall.

The Dingley duty on a pound of 96° centrifugal is 1.685 cents,
making the bond price at New York 1.815 cents. To ascer-
tain the shipping charges, freight and commission, I have drawn
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from the testimony of witnesses appearing before the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means. For freight, I have taken the figure
given by the witness Leavitt, 0.11 cent per pound, which is below
that given by witnesses not appearing in the interest of beet
sngar. Insurance is 1 per cent, weighing 0.01 cent, brokerageand
charges 0.01, loss in weight and test 0.02, commission 2 per cent,
making the total freight and shipping charges for a pound of
sugar at the present price 0.252 cent. This deducted from the
New York bond price makes the Habana price, f. 0. b., 1.563
cents per pound.

To ascertain the avemge cost of a pound of sugar £. o. b. at
Habana I have averaged t eﬁcgures submitted by eight witnesses
who appeared before the Committee on Ways and Means—
namely, Col. Bliss, United States collector of customs at Habana,
Messrs. Atkins, Hawley, Machado, and Fowler. for reciprocity,
and Messrs, De Castro, Oxnard and Saglor against reciprocity.
As those appearing in the interests of the beet-sugar trust made
ridiculously low estimates, and some of those appearing in the
interests of reciprocity rather higher estimates, the average of
their figures would appear to be a fair statement of the cost. It
is exactly 2 cents a pound. As the price f.o.b. at Habana is
1.563 cents, and as the average cost of producing and placing on
shipboard a pound of sugar is 2 cents, the loss to the Cuban plan-
ter is 0.437 cent.

The price of molasses sugar is so low and the cost so compara-
tively high that very little is now exported to the United States.
The amount is so small that it may be left entirely out of consid-
eration, and the total crop exported may be considered as con-
sisting entirely of 96° centrifugal sugar. It has been estimated
that the total crop of Cuban sugar that will be ready for the mar-
ket after May 1 will amount to about 850,000 tons or 1,904,000,000
pounds. As the loss per pound to the Cuban planter at the pres-
ent market price is 0.437 cent, the fotal loss on this year’s crop
will amount to $8,320,000, or 21.8 per cent of the cost of produc-
tion. This estimate is more than conservative. :

Some authorities have estimated the loss npon the present crop
as high as §23,000,000, but assuming that it will only be 88,320,000,
it is none the less appalling. The average total cost of the gov-
ernment of Cuba under three years of American rule has been
about $17.000,000. In other words, if no relief is given there will
be aloss of nearly one-half the total cost of government. The pres-
ent crop will necessarily be marketed, even at this enormous loss,
for the alternativeis the sacrifice of the entire crop of 850,000 tons,
costing an average of $44.80 per ton, or a total of $38,080,000.

Next vear, however, with credit gone, with no hope of making
a profit, it is perfectly evident that the Cuban planter must close
his mills, let his fields go to waste, discharge his workmen, and
face bankruptcy. As three-fourths of the people of Cuba are
employed directly or indirectly in the production of sugar,and as
the entire population depends for prosperity on the prosperity of
the leading industry, the bankmgtcy of that industry must neces-
garily mean ruin fo Cuba, to be followed by the inevitable conse-
quences—starvation, riot, bloodshed, and revolution.

This loss of eight million and odd dollars is the emergency that
confronts Congress to-day. It must be prevented if we are to per-
mit Cuba to become prosperous, if we are to permit Cuba to sell
her stock of sugar without loss.

Among the various argnments that have been used against this
bill one stands out before all others. It has been ur that no
reduction of the Dingley rate on sugar can be made that will not
inure solely to the benefit of the American Sugar Refining Com-

ny, otherwise known as the suiar trust. The gentlemen who

ve urged this argument have shifted their ground repeatedly.
They first said: ** Of course, the sugar trust will derive the sole
benafit from any reduction on Cuban sugar, because the sugar
trust is the sole purchaser that Cuba has, and can therefore fix
the price of sugar.” .

The sugar trust has a total ca&ucity of 40,000 barrels a day.

ere are ten, three being con-

Indopendent refiners, of whom
troiied by the same parties, have a total capacity of 20,000 barrels

aday. The custom to-day in Cuba is for the planter to sell di-
rectly to the agent of the refiner. There is nothing to prevent
him selling upon the New York market. Sugar is sold upon the
New York market as sugar, according to its saccharine strength.
There is no particular brand of sugar as there is of cigars, Sugar
is sold as sugar and it is impossible to distinguish as to the origin
of the different kinds of cane sugar of the same polarization and
color, If itis possible for the American Sugar Refining Company
to derive the full benefit of this revenue, or any benefit by

the price of Cuban sugar, it must necessarily follow that there
can be two prices for the same article at the same place and at the
same time, and if the price of sugar is fixed at Hamburg, as it is,

this is impossible. _

The next contention of these tlemen who believe that the
sngar trust wounld derive the benefit of the reduction of the
Dingley rate was that, as in the case of Porto Rico, the reduction

would be solely for the benefit of the sugar trust, because Porto

Ric;m sugar failed to reach the price of Cuban sugar by 0.13 of a
cent,

My distinguished colleague on the committee, the gentleman
from Kansas [Mr. LoxG], to whom so much is owing in bringing
this bill before the House, never did a better day’s work in his
life, of the many good day’s work that he has done, than when
he proved the absurdity of this position. Gentlemen who have
maintained it were so ignorant that they compared an inferior
grade of Porto Rico sugar with a superior grade of Cuban sugar,
but when Mr. LoNG brought these two grades to a parity in sac-
charine strength, the price was practically identical.

The last contention was that the entire crop of Cuban sugar
has been sold, or that options on it have heen sold, to the Amer-
ican Sugar Refining Company.

Mr, THAYER. Has the gentleman any means of knowing, or
can he ascertain to a certainty, what portion of the vast crop of
sugar from Cuba has already been pledged or sold to the sugar
trust of this countrﬁ"

Mr. McCLELLAN. You mean the present crop?

Mr. THAYER. The crop now ready for sale.

Mr. McCLELLAN. Itisnotall ready for sale; but I have seen
a statement, made on the 2d of April, which was not reduced to
tons, and I did not have time to reduce it—I think my colleague
on the committee, the gentleman from New York [Mr. Pavne],
stated it in his speech—I am told that he did—showing the exact
amount in tons.

Mr. LACEY. Ican give my friend from New York the state-
ment showing the fi s,

Mr. McCL LLA§.umI thank the gentleman very much.

Mr. THAYER. From what source were the figures derived?

Mr. McCLELLAN. Let me read these letters signed ** Wood,
military governor.™

Copy of cablegram received at War Department April 2, 1902,
HABANA,

EpwARDS, War Department, Washington: e
Telegrams sent to 194 sugar centrals, to which 126 answers have been re-
ceived to date; also telegrams sent to 36 Cuban banking firms, to which 84
replies have been received.
igures, according to replies received, as follows:

Long tons.
Outpnut for the year to MATCh 25. -.....concecnresnncrarsesncomramaamanms 584, 250
Amount ac yinhandsof planters. ....cccoom oo 217,651
Sold and delivered toisland firms ... ... . . . ... 194,913
Contracted for in the island and not yet delivered ........ - 48,578
Pledged as security for loans in the island, but not sold...... - 235,222
Held at the option of the American S%Reﬁnjng Compan 8,285
Held at option of other American purc "1 e e Ty el S 2.5

Exported to the United StATes ......_.................oooooooosoooeoos 25,640

All sugar above mentioned, except that at the option of American Sngar
Refining Company and other American purchasers, is in the hands of Cngan
planters and Cuban and Spanish com&mu houses doing business in the
island of Cuba and is not at the n?ﬂtinn of anyone. Where held as securty for
loans advanced to planters, the planters will get the advantage of any raise
in price under conditionsof deposit, as is the eustom inthe island. Thisstate-
ment shows conclusively the absclute falsity of the declarations that the
sugar trusts have control of considerable portion of Cubansugarerop. Other
statements will be furnished as soon as possible.
WOOD, Military Governor,
Received at War Department April 7, 1902,
] HABARA, April 7, 1902,
Captain EDWARDS,
War Department, Washington:
Reference your telegram to-day, tele sent to 194 sugar centrals, as
previously reported in my telegram 2d instant. Ten additional replies re-
ceived since, which report as follows:

Long tons.
O e R L e ey, L 24,755
Amount in hands of planters._.. —-- 13,280
T R B e e o DI L 11,811
Contracted for with island firms, but not delivered.. 8,019
Pledged as security for loans in island, but notseld. .................... 1,548

All sugar above mentioned is in hands {;glglnntera and Cuban and Spanish
commission houses doing business in the nds with the exception of 2,368
long tons exported to United States. None at option of American Sugar Re-
fining Company nor other American purchasers. Where held as security for
loans, planters will get advantage of rise in price, as stated in talegam 2d
instant. Two remaining bank firms replied: “Do not make loans on

ugar.” Above amounts should be added to my cable of April 8. Nochange

)
in sitcation.
WOOD, Military Governor.

In other words, the sugar trust will not benefit from any re-
d}l;:ntion. The sole beneficiary of any reduction will be the Cuban

ter.
v Mr, FINLEY. Will the gentleman yield for a question?

Mr. McCLELLAN. Certainly.

Mr. FINLEY. I would like to ask the gentleman from New
York whether it is not a fact that as to all the sugar which has
been sold or contracted for at a given price the provisions of this
bill will not benefit in any wise the planters of Cuba. That is
true, is it not?

Mr. McCLELLAN. Certainly; but the amountisinfinitesimal.

Mr, FINLEY. One question more. Will the gentleman agree
to an amendment to exc:gt from the provisions of the bill this
class of sugar—sugar which has been sold or contracted for at a
given gice?

Mr. McCLELLAN. I have no objection to that; as will be
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developed in my remarks a little later, I am ready to go still fur-
ther to join the gentleman in far more radical methods of con-
trolling the sugar trust, if I have the opportunity.

Mr, FINLEY. Iam notalluding to the sugar trust; I am al-
luding to the sugar which has been sold or contracted to be sold
at a given price.

Mr. McCLELLAN. You mean for delivery in this country.

Mr. FINLEY. ¥Yes; for delivery in this country,

Mr. McCLELLAN. I think it would scarcely be fair to except
sugar contracted for to be delivered in Cuba, because a great
many of the Cuban local refiners contract with the small cane
growers in advance, not necessarily as to price; but the ordinary
custom is that they contract for a certain amount of sugar at
what shall be the market price when the sugar has been ground
and produced.

Mr. FINLEY. I think I understand the gentleman. I have
studied this bill somewhat, and read the various reports con-
nected with it, and listened to the arguments on it. From the
information that I have thus far derived I am convinced that
the only argument in favor of the bill is that it is calculated to
benefit the Cuban people, the sugar producers. Now, when you
take away or when you give to others than the Cuban planters
the benefit which will accrue under this bill, does not that de-
stroy the argument which has been made np to this time in favor
of the bill? In other words, is it not right and consistent to con-
fine the benefits arising out of this bill to the Cuban planters and
producers of sngar?

Mr. MCCLEEAN. If it can be done practically, I agree with
you.

Mr, FINLEY. Does the gentleman not think that this bill can
be so shaped and framed?

Mr. McCLELLAN. T should be very glad to join the gentle-
man in an effort in that direction, but I think it would be onifr
right to apply the same provision to all other Cuban products, al-

though sugar is the great product, and on the same principle it

might be wise—

Mr. FINLEY. If the gentleman will permit me, I will say that
I am willing to apply the same principle to all other products.

Mr. McCLELLAN. I am willing to join the gentleman in the
effort at any time.

Mr. COOPER of Texas. Is there any refined sugar in Cuba
sold in the United States?

Mr. McCLELLAN. No.

Mr. COOPER of Texas. Is not all the Cuban sugar, or nearly
all of the Cuban sugar, brought here and handled %;rthe sugar-
trust refineries?

Mr. McCLELLAN. No; but I should say, roughly, it is han-
dled by the sugar trust in the proportion of about 4 to 2 or 2to 1.

Mr. COOPER of Texas. It goes through the sugar trusts.

Mr. McCLELLAN. Not all of it.

Mr. COOPER of Texas. They purchase that which they sell
to the American consumer,

Mr. McCLELLAN, Certainly, they do not getit free. [Laugh-

ter.

BE;;. COOPER of Texas. They do nofcharge a toll for refining,
do they?

Mr. McCLELLAN. Oh, yes, they do; about a cent.

Mr. COOPER of Texas. But the great quantity of Cuban raw
sugar comes to the American refineries, and is refined and sold to
the American consumer.

Mr. McCLELLAN. I should say that two-thirds was refined
by the sugar trust and about one-third by independent refiners.

Mr. SPAREKMAN,. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. McCLELLAN. Certainly.

Mr. SPARKMAN. About what proportion of the sugar pro-
duction of Cuba is used in the United States?

Mr. McCLELLAN. Oh, virtually all, except a small amount.
Cuba is poor and hard up, and she can not now afford the lnxury
of sugar for home consnmption.

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. Dolunderstand thatthe gentleman
agrees that the entire benefit of this reductionisto go to the Cuban

ters?

Mr. McCLELLAN. If the gentleman will permit me, I wonld
like at this point to enlarge a little on that subject. The beet-
sugar people have made their opposition to this bill on the ground
that reduction in the Dingley rates will go stimulate the pros-
perity of Cuba, and so stimulate the production of cane sugar,
that we will become an exporting instead of an importing coun-
try in sugar. If the production of sugar in Cuba becomes suffi-
ciently large—were that much desired state of affairs to come
about—then our market price will be fixed by the law of supply
and demand.

To-day the market price is fixed in Hamburg, and as long as
we import any large amount or any appreciable amount of Ham-
burg sugar, tﬁe price in New York will be fixed in Hamburg.

Just as soon as we begin to export the price will be fixed in New
York by the law of supply and demand, and then must neces-

sarily fall to the consumer. Of course the result of that would
be that while the sugar trust might be driven out of business,
the excellent Mr. Oxnard would probably be driven out of busi-
ness at the same time, and that is what the beet-sugar industry

fears. {:IIXL hter. ]

Mr. S 1J%.EI“TI?»]':}RGER. I want to simply ask you if you
agree with the gentleman from New York?

Mr, McCLELLAN. T have no doubt that at present a 20 per
cent reduction— :

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. Would have no effect on the sugar
consumed.

Mr. McCLELLAN. No; I am afraid not.

Mr. COOPER of Texas. Has not the Cuban producer of sugar
already a protection that no other producer has?

Mr. ifc@LELLAN Oh,no. Mr. Oxnard to-day has conceded
h;nélgelf that he has an ad valorem protection of 94 per cent on his
product.

Mr. COOPER of Texas. I say no foreign producer of sugar.

Mr. McCLELLAN. Inasmuch as there is no countervailing
duty the Cuban producer has; but the gentleman forgets there is
no bounty paid on Cuban sugar.

Mr. COOPER of Texas. But there is a countervailing duty
charged here against all sugar grown elsewhere.

Mr. McCLELLAN. Certainly, certainly, certainly.

fMﬁ'. COOPER of Texas. Then does he not get the advantage
of that?

Mr. McCLELLAN. As far as it goes; but the gentleman for-
gets the fact that the German sugar raiser can sell his sngar at
the port of Hamburg for 1.47 cents a pound, which cost him 1.80
cents a pound to raise, thanka to the bounty and the cartel. If
the gentleman listened to the hearings, according to Professor
Wiley, who takes the same position that the gentleman does, and
who made little stump s hes every quarter of an hour against
reciprocity—Professor &qlila:y says that the countervailing dut
only countervails direct bounty and does not in any way reac
the operation of the cartel. [Applause.] In other words, Cuba
is not as well off as any country of Eumie. :

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. If the gentleman will allow
me—-—

Mr. McCLELLAN. If the gentleman will excuse me, I should
like to have a chance to say something myself.

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman
yield for a question?

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York yield
to the gentleman from Michigan? i

Mr. McCLELLAN. Tomy esteemed friend, certainly, [Laugh-

ter.

]'.\l]r. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I should like to ask the gentleman
if it is not a fact that the Indian Government has conntervailed
against the cartel?

Mr. McCLELLAN. Yes. We have not; but we ought to.

. Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Does not that establish a prece-
ent?

Mr. McCLELLAN. It establishes a precedent which we ought
to follow, but we have not followed it.

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I understood you to say we could
not follow it.

Mr. McCLELLAN. Nothing of the kind. The gentleman is
entirely mistaken. I said we have not followed it. I have not
said that we onght not to follow it. I have said that our coun-
tervailing duty is absolutely insufficient to meet the countervail-
ing duty which results from the cartel. The gentleman would
have understood that if he had only listened to me, but I can not
expect that of him. [Laughter.]

is bill consists of one section divided into four parts: First,a
declaration of the purposes of the bill; second, certain conditions
precedent upon the accomplishment of which by Cuba a hori-
zontal reduction of 20 per cent on the part of the United States
will come into effect, limited to a period of one year and eight
months, which is the fourth part of the bill.

If the friends of the bill are accused of trying to make the least
possible concession, of trying fo save their faces, of trying to pro-
tect beet-sugar, and of trying, by refusing to consider the re-
moval of the differential, to protect the American Sugar Refin-
ing Company, they have nobody but themselves to blame.

The bill has been attacked by my colleague the gentleman from
Nevada [Mr. NEwLaxps] on the ground that it is sentimental
legislation. That kindly, gentle soul tries to pose as being filled
with the wormwood and the gall of cynicism, wishing to be paid for
fulfilling an obligation cent per cent at market value. [Laughter.]
The gentleman from Nevada sees fit to insist that Cuba must be
annexed before she will be permitted to be prosperous. If the
courteous highwayman, placing a revolver at my chest, asks me
to give him my watch and pocketbook, I have the option to re-
fuse, of course. The gentleman from Nevada offers Cuba the
choice of starvation or annexation. Of course she can decline to
be annexed.
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For the benefit of the gentleman from Nevada let me suggest
to him that there is a business side to this proposition which
will even satisfy his dark and piratical soul. [Laughter.] The
alleged uﬁaeofthebﬂlistoacqujmredp e rela-
tions wi ba. For the past three years our trade with Cuba
has been steadily falling—that is, the imports into Cuba from
the United States have been steadily decreasing, In 1899 the
total imports from the United States to Cuba, excepting coin,
were 520,580,657, as against 36,728,028 from other countries. In
1900 the im from the United States had fallen to §29,225,123,
as against 837,239,344 from other countries, while in 1901 the im-
ports from the United States had fallen to $28,017,820 and from
other countries had risen to $38,5654,982.

The avowed purpose of this bill is to acquire for the United
States the $38,554,982 of trade now furnished by foreign countries,
Duﬁtggthepastyeartherehave been bought by Cuba from the
United States of beef and meats other than fresh, $64,782, as against
§1,917,016 from other countries; of rice—and this is a product be-
longing to the district and the State of my colleague, the gentle-
man from Louisiana [Mr. RoBERTSON]—of rice, $3,481, asagainst
$3,332,019. Oh,whatan opportunity for Lounisiana! [Laughter.]
Of garden vegetables, $868,223 from the United States, asagainst
$1,255,902 from other countries; of wine, $6,493, as against nearly
$1,846,989 from other countries; and so on, and so on.

Mr. NEWLANDS, Will the gentleman permit me?

Mr. McCLELLAN. Certainly, my piratical friend. [Laughter.]

Mr. NEWLANDS. The gentleman proposes to secure trade
with Cuba which now goes to other countries?

Mr, McCLELLAN. Yes.

Mr. NEWLANDS. By this reciprocal arrangement?

Mr. McCLELLAN. Yes.

Mr. NEWLANDS. Will the gentleman be good enough to state
how it is to be accomplished? Is it to be accomplished by the re-
duction of 20 per cent upon the present Cuban tariff to American
products, or is it to be accomplished by maintaining the present
tariff so far as American products are concerned, and increasing
the tariff 20 per cent as to all foreign products outside of America?

Mr, McCLELLAN. If the gentleman had not shown some-
thing of undue impatience, I was abont to make a statement
which would have obviated the necessity for the question.

Mr. NEWLANDS. I wished to ask the gentleman whether
that is not the way in which they propose to do it.

Mr. McCLELLAN. I was going to answer the gentleman’s
question with another—[langhter]—a case of teacher and scholar.
Isthe 20 per cent reduction on the present Cuban tariff, which
is, after all, a revenue tariff, of the kind the gentleman approves?
Is that 20 per cent reduction sufficient to give us a monopoly
of the Cuban market? If it is not, it will be n for Cuba
to increase her tariff as against the world. My idea 1s that the
simplest way, and there is a way certainly of making a mono
oly of the Cuban market, will be for the gentleman to join m‘g
me in my efforts later on, when this bill is read under the five-
minute rule, to increase the reduction to 50 per cent or 40 per
cent or 331 per cent, which will most certainly give the United
States a monopoly of the Cuban market. [Loud applause.]

Mr. NEWLANDS. Will the gentleman answer me this ques-
tion: Does he not understand that the Cubans propose to make
this effective in giving America control of the Cuban markets by
letting the present revenue tariff remain, so far as American
products are concerned, and increasing the tariff on other foreign

roducts? And I wish to ask the gentleman whether, so far asit
is developed, the representatives of Cuba do not in that way pro-
pose to turn Cuba from a tariff for a revenue system fo a pro-
tecti\t::-tariff system, and thus secure protection to American in-
terests?

Mr. McCLELLAN, If the gentleman fears that unrighteous
result let him join me in reducing it 50 per cent.

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I desire to ask the gentleman if
he limits his ambition to a reduction of 50 per cent?

Mr. McCLELLAN. I havelimited myambition toareduction
of 50 per cent for this reason: In view of the fact that Cuba is a
new Latin republic it is probable that she will have to depend
upon her customs revenue for the purposes of government until
we permit her to become prosperous, and therefore a greater re-
duction than 50 per cent would probably so far curtail her revenue
as to disorganize her financial system. I would cheerfully vote
for free trade with Cuba, if that is any satisfaction to the gentle-
man.

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I thought that was what the gen-
tleman would come to.

Mr. McCLELLAN. Certainly.
out a customs revenue.

Some of the opponents of this bill have professed to see a grave
objection in the reciprocal feature of the bill. I know that two
of my committee colleagues have in their reports suggested, one
directly, the other by implication, that my Democracy is not
sound, because I believe in reciprocity.

But she can not get on with-

I know that some gentlemen on this side are inclined to look on
reciprocity with grave doubt, fearing lest it will prevent the ulti-
mate trinmph of the great and sacred doctrine of free trade.
They believe in free trade, and failing in that they do not want
any reduction in the tariff, ughter.] Now, I may be right,
and I may be wrong, and I should like to read to them certain
quotations from the fathers, who until recently have never been
suspected of being other than Democrats.

Imay call to their attention the fact that the first treaty of reci-
procity was negotiated by Franklin Pierce, a Democratic Presi-

dent. The Hawaiian treaty of reciprocity was renewed by a
Democratic President, Grover Cleveland. The platform of 1892
proclaimed the doctrine, but what I want to their attention

toisthe “* report on the privileges and restrictions on the commerce
of theUnited States in foreign countries,”” sent tothe House of Rep-
resentatives (this same Houmﬁ on December 16, 1793, some years
before my two committee colleagues became members. It was
submi by the then Secretary of State, Thomas Jefferson. In
it he says:
Such being the restrictions on the commerce and navigation of the United
Eot:nt%% rgfe r&gaatmn is, in what way they may best be removed, modified, or
As to commerce, two methodsoceur: First, by friendly arrangem
the several nations with whom these m’g‘,‘:wthS exi.s;y or, m&ingy“?ﬁg

rate act of our own l?ﬂatures for cou.ntamllhﬁ eir effec
here can be no doubt but that of these two, friendly arrangements isﬂtxl:a

most eligible. of ambamsdn%:ommm under piles of
T Gt Rt By T G o L
parts o world, every coun em in u

nature has best fitted it to per?duce alr:ayd each%le?m - other
mutnal luses for mutual wsnﬁ. the test mass ible would then
be produ of those things which contribute to human life and human hap-
gemess; the numbers of mankind would be increased and their condition
with the United States this

ttered.

‘Weuld even a single nation begi of
free commerce it would be adviaagi-gto begin it with that mtion,m is
one by one only that it can be extended to all. Where the circumstances of
either p render it expedient to levy a revenue by way of impost on com-
merce its freedom might be modified in that g:{kmhr by mutual and
equivalent measures, preserving it entire in all others.

Some nations, not yet ripe for free commerce in all its extent, might still
be willing to mo}llﬁl;y its restrictions and regulations for us in ion to
the advantages which an intercourse with us might offer. P"gr ly they
may concur with us in reciprocating the duties to be levied on each side, or
in cumwﬂng any excess of duty by equivalent advan of another na-
ture. Our commerce is certainly of a character to entitle it to favor in most
countries. The commodities we offer are either necessaries of life or mate-
rials for manufacture or convenient subjects of revenue, and we take in ex-
change either manufactures—when they have received the last finish of art
and industry—or mere luxuries.

Such mers may reasonably expect welcome and friendly treatment
at our market. Customers, too, whose demands, increaatngwith{heirwealth
and population, must very shortly give full employment to the whole indus-
try of any nation whatsoever, in any line of suppply they may get into the habit
g But af&rﬂfggmg‘ﬁm contrary to our wishes, suppose it better find
" A’

its advantage b; continuing its s!;'atem of &rqhibitmns, duti ?nnd re}ula—
tions it behooves us to protect our citizens, their commerce and navigation
by counter prohibitions, duties, and regulations also. Fres commerce an
na.ﬂtiatlm_x are not to be given in exchange for restrictions and vexations, nor
are they likely to produce a relaxation of them.

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr, McCLELLAN. I ask unanimous consent that I may con-
calstllrﬁel my remarks. I have been interrupted so much. I will not
take long. ]

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman asks unanimous consent
that his time may be extended. Is there objection? [After a
pause.] The Chair hears none,

Mr, McCLELLAN. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

I know that some earnest protectionists object to this recipro
cal feature of the bill; they brush aside the cheap sophistry that
reciprocity is *‘ the handmaiden of protection,’’ and know that
this is the first step in the direction of a revision of the tariff and
the reduction of the preposterous Dingley rates. This argument
may have terrors for Republicans, but it should have no terrors
whatever for Democrats.

The bill before us provides for a reduction of all Cuban prod-
ucts—but in considering it we shonld consider sugar chiefly—of
20 per cent, The present loss to Cuba under the Dingley rates,
assuming that the present crop will amount to 850,000 tons, and
that Cuba can market it at yesterday’'s price of 3} cents per pound,
will amount to $8,320,000, A 20 per cent reduction will still show
a lgﬁs of $1,904,000 on this year’s crop, or 5 per cent of the total
COBL.

A reduction of 25 per cent will still show a loss of $305,000, or
eight-tenths of 1 per cent on the cost. It is not until we reach a
reduction of 33} per cent at the present price that we find a profit
of 2,380,000, or 6.2 per cent profit on the cost of the present crop.
In other words, this bill in its 20 per cent feature must be de-
fended on the ground not that it permits Cuba to market her
crop at a profit, but on the ground that it does ially reduce
the loss. It is not a complete fulfillment of our pledge; it is only
a step toward that fulfillment.

It has been further said by the distingnished chairman of our
committee that the time has been limited to the 1st of December,
1903, because the Brussels convention will be in force then and
sugar will go up a cent a pound, and Cuba will make a profit of
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50 or 60 cent on the cost of the crop. Professor Wiley, the
most higsll;ound of all the representatives of the r in-

dustry who appeared before us, only claimed, when trying to
make out the best possible case for beet sugar, that: the
conference would increase the price of four-tenths of a cent

a pound. Assuming that it does, assuming that it goes up one-
half a cent, and that would be 4 cents a pound, under the Dingley
rate that would represent a profit of less than a million dollars on
the total crop of 850,000 tons, or the magnificent profit of 2% per
cent and not 50 or 60 per cent.

Assuming that the result of the Brussels conference only brings
sugar up to 8% cents per pound, there will be no 50 or 60 per cent
groﬁt, but a loss of $1,371,000, or 8.6 per cent on the cost of pro-

uction.

Mr. NEWLANDS. Will the gentleman permit an interrnption?

Mr, McCLELLAN. Certainly.

Mr. NEWLANDS. Does the gentleman regard it as the duty
of the United States from year to year to save Cuba from loss on
sugar production?

Mr. McCLELLAN. Iregard it asthe sacred duty of the United
States, having taken willingly and cheerfully an obligation, hav-
ing contracted a debt, to pay it back in full. [Applause.]

Mr. NEWLANDS. Very well. The gentleman mposes to
make a reduction of 50 per cent, which will give the Cuban planter
$15,000,000 more than they would receive under the present rates
and at the present price of sugar,

Mr, McCLELLAN, Oh, no.

Mr. NEWLANDS. How much, then?

]g.r. McCLELLAN, Twenty per cent showsa loss of $2,000,000
and over.

Mr. NEWLANDS. What I contend is that the gentleman pro-
poses a reduction of 50 per cent, which will give them $15,000,000
more than they would receive if they accepted the world’s price
of sngar to-day.

Mr. McCLELLAN. Hardly that. I grant the gentleman it
would give them a profit. It would give them 15 per cent profit
on the present cro]g.s

Mr. NEWLANDS. Cuba has 850,000 tons. Our present duty
is $34 a ton, which wonld make it about $30,000,000, Now, if the
gentleman proposes to reduce that 50 per cent, does it not mean
that the Cuban planter will receive $15,000,000 more than they
would receive by accepting the world’s price?

Mr. McCLELLAN. No. The gentleman forﬁts the shipping
charges and the costs. The gentleman forgets that the total re-
duction is not going back to Cuba in a lump sum to the planter;
you have got to figure it out from the start down. If the gentle-
man figures it ont that way, I have not the fi showing what
isi would be at 50 per cent. At 40 per cent it shows a profit of

,b12,000.

Mr. NEWLANDS. I askthe gentleman from New Yorkif the
guban %li%;lﬁers would not receive under a 50 per cent reduction

15,000,

Mr, McCLELLAN. He would receive the difference of 50 per
cent of 1.685.

Mr. NEWLANDS. I would like the gentleman to answer how
much they will receive in addition to the world’s price of sugar.

Mr, McCLELLAN. The Cuban planter receives to-day the
price at Habana, which is the New York price less the duty
and the shipping charges. But the gentleman must understand
that the cost is greater by 0.315 per cent than the New York
}n:ice. Now, if we give the Cuban planter 40 per cent reduction—

speak of 40 per cent only because I have the figures on that
basis—I am trying to deal Pairly and openly with the gentleman,
and not to dodge any question that might arise upon a basis of 50
or 60 or 75 per cent reduction—if you give him a 40 per cent re-
duction on the present price he would receive a profit on every
Eound of sugar of 0.237 of a cent. Now, under the Dingley rate

e will be receiving at Habana a dprica of less than 2} cents,
while the price at New York would be 8} cents. He would be
getting a cent less than the New York price.

Mr, NEWLANDS, These figures are entirely confusing to

me—

Mr. McCLELLAN, Well, I can not guarantee that I will
print my speech to-night, but when it is printed, if the gentleman
will sit down and study it, or if he will read my report, which is
short, I think this question will be perfectly clear to him. Ido
not want to kex%%xe House here much longer——

Mr. NEWL S. I want the gentleman to state in gross the
amount which the Cuban planter would receive if this 50 per cent
reduction should take place in addition to what he receives to-day,

Mr. McCLELLAN. AsI have already tried to explain to the
gentleman, he would receive—

Mr. NEWLANDS. Can the gentleman state the specific
amount?

Mr. McCLELLAN. If the gentleman would take his very ac-
tive pen in hand—a pen that never grows weary—and multiply
- the difference between a loss of 0.815 of a cent and a profit of 0,237

of a cent and multiply that by 1,904,000,000, he will get his answer.

[Laughter.
Mr, SCOTT., Allow me to ask the gentleman one question.
The gentleman’s colleague . PAYNE] stated to the House in

his opening address that if this reduction were made the Cuban
product could be sold at a reasonable profit. The gentleman on
the floor now tells us, in contradiction of his colleague, the chair-
man of the committee, that if this reduction be made the crop will
be sold at a loss.

Mr., McCLELLAN, Yes.

My, SCOTT. Now, both of these gentlemen being members of
the Committee on Ways and Means, and having given this matter
thorough study, are entitled to be called experts. It seems tome,
then, that this ought to be with them not a matter of conjecture,
but of positive demonstration. I should therefore like the gen-
tleman on the floor to tell, if he can, briefly how it happens that
he has arrived at one conclusion and his colleague on the com-
mittee at another conclusion, while they are presumably figuring
upon the same basdls of facts.

Mr. McCLELLAN. I may suggest to the gentleman that my
colleague on the committee, as well as my coﬂeag{a in the dele-
gation [Mr. PAYNE], possesses a bright and cheerful nature. He
has not exaggerated, but he has taken the rosy view of everything
that he has come in contact with. He has assumed, for instance,
that the Brussels convention will raise the price of sugar 1 cent
a pound, when, to be perfectly frank, there was no evidence be-
fore the committee that such wounld be the case. I do not mean
to imply that the gentleman has undertaken to mislead the House;
I think he is wrong, that is all,

Now, Mr. Chairman, to continue where I left off—

Mr. NEWLANDS., Will the gentleman permit me to make a
little calculation?

Mr. McCLELLAN. Most cheerfully, only I would rather not,
because I do not want to detain the House.

Mr. NEWLANDS. I do not wish fo interrupt the gentle-
man— :

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr.
McCLELLAN] declines to yielg‘.3

Mr, McCLELLAN. No, I do not decline; the gentleman is al-
ways so charming and so persistent that I can not.

Mr. NEWLANDS. As I understand it, the present duty on
sugar is about $1.70 a hundred pounds——

Mr. McCLELLAN. How much?

Mr. NEWLANDS. One dollar and seventy cents.

Mr. McCLELLAN. Oh, no; $§1.68% per 100 pounds of centrifu-
gal 96° ﬁlarization. [Laughter.]

Mr. WLANDS. Which is about §34 a ton. Now, it is pro-
posed that Cuba shall import into this country 850,000 tons. Mul-
tiplying that by $34 a ton—

r. McCLELLAN, 1¥es. o 40
;- . You make very near ,000,000.
Mr, McCLELLAN. S ;

k Yes,
Mr. NEWLANDS. Which the Government would receive as
a duty on that sugar.
Granted.

Mr. McCLELLAN,

Mr. NEWLANDS. If the gentleman proposes to reduce that
50 per cent, it necessarily means that the Treasury of the United
States loses $15,000,000 and that the Cuban planters gain $15,-
000,000. Now, I want to ask the gentleman whether he thinks
it is the duty of this country to forever save the Cuban planters
from loss year after year; if the property remains in the present
condition, to give them out of the taxes of the Treasury, im
upon our people as an additional price for sugar, $15,000,000?

Mr. McCLELLAN. I will answer that gy asking the genial
though somewhat cynical gentleman from Nevada another ques-
tion. The gentleman proposes, as I have suggested, to seize
Cuba, to lay viclent hands on Cuba and forcibly annex her, giv-
ing her the choice of starvation.

Mr. NEWLANDS. Not at all.

Mr. McCLELLAN. That being the case, the Treasury, which
the gentleman desires to protect with all the industry and energy
that are in him—and both are great—the Trea will not lose
$15,000,000, but the people of the United States will lose the
whole thirty-three millions under annexation.

Mr. NEWLANDS. That is true, and the Cuban planters will
get $30,000,000 more than under existing condftions, but they will
then be Americans—not foreigners—and as American citizens will
have the benefit of the laws that apply to the entire country.

Mr. McCLELLAN. Yes;and the gentleman wants todoit. I
have no objection to the reduction of rates, but I have to the
method employed.

Mr. NEWLANDS. Provided the duty remainsthe same. Lef
me ask another question. The gentleman says there is a com-

NS

Mr. McCLELLAN. Oh, Mr. Chairman, Mr. Chairman!

Mr. NEWLANDS. The gentleman says there is a compensat-
ing loss in the imports into Cuba of the manufactured products
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of this country, the products manufactured by the trusts, Now,
then, does he say that they will get an additional profit of $15,-
000,0007
Mr. McCLELLAN. Oh, the trust; no. I settled that question
- before. Mr. Chairman, I must really go on.
Mr. PAYNE. Will the gentleman yield?
Mr. McCLELLAN. Certainly.
Mr. PAYNE. I would like to ask if the gentleman will yield
now to a motion to rise and then take the floor in the morning?
Mr. McCLELLAN. It will take me only a few minutes to fin-
ish, and I would rather go on now. There is one other point
that has worried the gentlemen on this side of the House, and
that is this: Gentlemen who are strict construers of the last party
latform have sought in vain in the Kansas City platform for
ight and leading on this subject. They have sought in vain, for
there is a higher principle involved than is contained in any mere
iteration of words, and that is, that the good faith of the United
States should be as good as the bond of any other nation. [Ap-
plause.] The great expounder of the Kansad City platform has
expressed himself on this question. Let me read from the Com-
moner, William Jennings Bryan, editor and proprietor, Lincoln,
Nebr., March 14, 1902, and I submit this most respectfully to the
gentleman from Nevada [Mr. NEWLANDS]:
The beet-sugar business of this country amounts to about $5,000,000 annu-

ally. To protect this, Congressis perpetrate injustice—tax millions

of consumers and ignore popular demand. Of course it is a Republican Con-

In his message to Con, Mr. Roosevelt said:

“I must earnestl our attention to the wisdom—indeed, the vital
need—of provi substantial reduction in the tariff duties on Cuban
imports into the United States.” A

¢ Republicans in the House i to make a 20 per cent reduction,
which, according to General Wood, is X)no means sufficient, and there are
u

indications that on this point some hep licans in the House are determined
that justice shall be d

one the Cubans somewhere reasonably in line with the
ons made by General Wood. This will be another o tunity for
President Roosevelt to test himself and for the American people to Mr,

elt.

The Chicago Record-Herald, a Republican paper, says that on this question
“ American honor is at stake.” The Record-Herald says that the Republican
majority ** has made a sorry exhibition of itself in its anti-Cuban caucuses.”
It remains to be seen whether Mr. Roosevelt will compromise upon this
“yital need" and accept whatever sogto Cuba the trust magnates are will-
ing for the Republican leaders in the House to bestow.

[April 4, 1002.]
consumers on 2,000,000 tons of sugar in order to benefi
m%mc;ﬁ of 100,000 ggstg?e&et Sgll:lgar. The beet-sugar syndicate is ixg
course ho arbitrarily fix the price of sugar beets are weepin
mggﬁ oopiouﬂtgea?f.ﬂla‘{hought that ytha beetpmiser may be ruined by tgn_g
concessions to Cuba.

Mr. COOPER of Texas. For what purpose does the gentleman
read that?

Mr., McCLELLAN. I read it for the p of giving light
and leading to Democrats upon this side of the House, including
the gentleman from Texas.

Mr. FITZGERALD. There is nobody who questions Mr.
Bryan, is there?

Mr. PIERCE. Will the gentleman accept him on all proposi-
tions?

Mr. McCLELLAN. I think the Democracy preached by Wil-
liam Jennings Bryan is pretty sound Democracy, nine cases out
of ten. [Applause on the Democratic side.]

The effect of the enactment of this bill in its present form will
be that Cuba will market this year’s crop, with good luck, with
. comparatively small loss; butas no hopeisheld out for the future,
and as planters are not going to continue in business without a
reasonable prospect of profit, next year’s crop will be reduced to
almost nothing, and the threatened bankruptcy of the new Repub-
lic will sooner or later occur.

A 33} per cent reduction, or even a 25 per cent reduction, wonld
give the planters of Cuba a slight profit for the present, a slight

rofit for next year’s crop. and a certainty of considerable divi-
Sends as soon as the Brussels convention is in full operation. But
we are under obligations to the new Republic, not only as a na-
tion, but as individuals, by our several votes for the Teller reso-
lutions and the Platt amendment, and so if the majority sees fit
to limit the payment of that obligation in the interests of a selfish,
Eeedy, beet-sugar trust, we are perforce compelled to follow them

that part payment. .

We are under an obligation to Cuba of onr own seeking, an ob-
ligation that should not be fulfilled in part, but entire. e word
of the United States should be as good as the bond of any other
nation. This bill does not completely fulfill our obligation; it is
not all that it ought to be, but at least it is a step in the right di-
rection. It does not afford sufficient relief to Cuba, but it does
minimize the loss on the 111:|ﬂ1-t=.\esen.1; crop of sugar. It is possible,
but by no means certain, that a 20 per cent reduction of the Cuban
rata];( will be sufficient to give us the monopoly of the Cuban
market.

The bill is an enunciation of the Democratic doctrine of reci-
procity; it is a breach in the wall of protection, and lowers in part,
at least, the preposterous Dingley rates. . If I am afforded an op-

portunity I shall try to amend by increasing the rates of reduc-
tion so as to make certain not only the control of the Cuban
market by us, but also the prosperity of Cuba. I shall also try to
amend by striking out the time limit. Failing in these amend-
ments, I shall be constrained to vote for the bill; I can not see
how I can do otherwise as a Democrat and as an American. I
can not see how the Democratic party can take any other position.
Mr. Chairman, it has been suggested to those of us who take
the position that thisbill does not accomplish all it should, that
it is only a partial fulfillment of our obligation, but that none
the less we should vote for it, failing to amend—it has been sug-
to us that we are making a mistake, that we are failing to
take political advantage of the 0p5)ortunity afforded to us by onr
opponents. It has been suggested to us that we ought to let the
Republican party shounlder the responsibility of failing to give
anf.r concession to Cuba.

t seems fo me, Mr. Chairman, that there are questions that
rise above petty politics; that there are questions involving the
dignity and the honor of the United States, on which there should
be no division. If I have erred in my position, if I am mistaken
in the way in which I intend to vote, I am willing to take the
responsibility, conscious of the fact that I have done my duty to

the 1t:st of my ability, according to the light God gave me. [Loud
applause.

Mr. PA Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do
now rise.

The motion was agreed to.

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re-
sumed the chair, Mr. SHERMAN, Chairman of the Committee of
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that
committee had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 12765)
to provide for reciprocal trade relations with Cuba, and had come
to no resolution thereon.

ENROLLED BILLS SBIGNED.

Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re-
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of
the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same:

H.R.10117. Anact granting a pension to Sarah H. H. Lowe; and

H. R. 10530, An act to re war-revenue taxation, and for
other purposes.

The SPEAKER announced hissignature to enrolled bills of the
following titles:

S. 1025. An act to promote the efficiency of the Revenue-
Cutter Service;

S. 8513, An act authorizing the construction of a bridge across
the Missouri River at or near Parkville, Mo.;

S. 2442, An act confirming title to the State of Nebraska of
certain selected indemnity school lands.

SENATE BILLS REFERRED,

TUnder clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following titles
were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to their appro-
priate committees as indicated below: -

S, 150. An act for the establishment of an assay office at Provo
City, Utah—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures.

S. 642, An act to amend an act entitled “An act for the relief
of certain settlers on the public lands, and to provide for the re-
payment of certain fees, purchase money, and commissions paid on
void entries of public lands—to the Committee on Public Lands.

S. 1556, An act to provide for the purchase of a site and the
erection of a public building thereon at Sterling, in the State of
Ilinois—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds.

S. 5046, An act for the promotion of anatomical science and to
prevent the desecration of graves in the District of Columbia—to
the Committee on the District of Columbia.

S. 4284, An act to amend an act entitled ““An act for the relief
and civilization of the Chippewa Indians in the State of Minne-
sota,” approved January 14, 1889—to the Committee on Indian

LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows:

To Mr. JoHNSON, for one day, on account of important business.

To Mr. ELLIOTT, indefinitely, on account of important business.

LOWELL M. MAXHAM,

By unanimons consent, on motion of Mr. McCaLL, leave was
granted to withdraw from the files of the House, withont leaving
copies, papers in the case of Lowell M. Maxham, Fifty-sixth

ngress, no adverse report having been made thereon.

And then, on motionof Mr. PAYNE (at 5 o’clock and 6 minutes
p. m.), the House adjourned.

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS.
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com-
;mﬁnications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as
OLOWS:
Aletter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy
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of a communication from the Secretary of the Navy submitting
an estimate of appropr:ation for quarters for marines at Culebra,
P. R.—to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be
printed.
A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with accom-
ying documents, a response to the inquiry of the House in re-
tion to the transport service between San Francisco and the
Philippine Islands—to the Committee on Military Affairs, and
ordered to be printed.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS.

. Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow-
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to
the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named,
as follows:

Mr. HAY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 97) to authorize the Sec-
retary of War to furnish duplicate certificates of discharge, re-
ported the same withont amendment, accompanied by a report
{No. 1510); which said bill and report were referred to the House
Calendar.

Mr. FLETCHER, from the Committee on Interstate and For-
eign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S.
2782) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Colum-
bia River by the Washington and Oregon Railway Company, re-
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No.
1512); which said bill and report were refe to the House
Calendar.

Mr. ROBERTS, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to which
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10144) to donate to the
State of Alabama the spars of the captured battle ships Don
Juan d’' Austria and Almirante Oquendo, reported the same with
amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 1513); which said bill
and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House
on the state of the Union.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of
the following titles were severally reported from committees,
delivered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the
Whole House, as follows:

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions,
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9776) grantin,
an increase of pension to Alice A. Fitch, reported the same wi
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1480); which said
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. DARRAGH, from the Committes on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the Housze (H. R. 10321) granting
a pension to Susan A. Phelps, reported the same with amendments,
accompanied by a report (No. 1481); which said bill and report
were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. KLEBERG, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11665) granting
an increase of pension to Caleb C. Briggs, reported the same with
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1482); which said
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen-
gions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 181) grant-
ing an increase of pension to William C. David, reported the
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1483);
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions,
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12299) grant-
ing a pension to William C. Roberts, re%orted the same with
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1484); which said
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the
bill of the House (H. R. 13323) granting an increase of pension
to Mary E. Barger, reported the same with amendments, accom-
panied by a report (No. 1485): which said bill and report were
referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. APLIN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which
was referred the bill of the Hounse (H. R. 13321) granting an in-
crease of pension to John S. Bonham, reported the same with
amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 1486); which said
bill and report were referred to the F’rivate Calendar.

Mr. CROWLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12724) granting
an increase of pension to Richard M. Kellough, reported the same
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1487); which
gaid bill and re?ort were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions,
to which was referred the bill of the Honse (H. R. 1931) granting

an increase of pension to John Lndwig, reported the same with
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1488); which said bill
and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. DARRAGH, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H, R. 12458) granting an
increase of pension to William M. Barstow, reported the same with
amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 1489); which said bill
and report werereferred to t{e Private Calendar.

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13019) granti
an increase of pension to Marietta Elizabeth Stanton, repo:
the same with amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 1490);
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the
bill of the House (H. R. 13371) granting an increase of pension to
Charles D. Palmer, reported the same with amendment, accom-
panied by a report (No. 1491); which said bill and report were
referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. CROWLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2289) granti
an increase of pension to Pistar Ingram, reported the same wi
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1492); which said bill
and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. NORTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9833) granting an
increase of pension to Margaret McCuen, widow of Alexander
McCuen, reported the same with amendments, accompanied by a
report (No. 1493); which said bill and report were referred to the
Private Calendar.

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (8. 4404) grant-
ing an increase of pension to Otto H. Hasselman, reported the
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1494);
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R.
8420) granting a pension to Dollie M. Cronkite, reported the same
without smendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1495); which
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the
bill of the House (H. R. 8466) granting a pension to Lucinda A.
Sirwell, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a
report (No.1496); which said bill and report were referred tothe
Private Calendar.

Mr. DARRAGH, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5951) granting
an increase of pension to Ole Thompson, reported the same with
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1497); which said
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. NORTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5219) granting
an increase of pension to Daniel Donne, reported the same with
amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 1498); which said
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R.
6006) granting a pension to John Canty, regorbed the same with
amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 1499); which said
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the
bill of the House (H. R. 7491) granting an increase of pension to
William H. Chapman, reported the same with amendment, ac-
companied by a report (No. 1500): which said bill and report
were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7815)
granting a pension to Nancy A. Killough, reported the same with
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1501); which said
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7334)
granting an increase of pension to Ira L. Evans, reported the same
with amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 1502) ; which said
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. MTERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8263)
granting an increase of pension to John Revley, reported the same
withont amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1503); which
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. OTEY, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re-
ferred the bill of the House (H. R. 2974) for the relief of J. V.
Worley, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by
a report (No. 1505); which gaid bill and report were referred to
the Private Calendar.

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5020
granting an increase of pension to Courtland C. Matson, repo:
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the same with amendment, accom
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. SULLOWAY, the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12459) E‘anting
an increase of pension to Ebenezer Wilson, rted the same
with amendment, accompanied by a r?ort (No. 1507); which
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11812)
granting an increase of pension to Martin Boice, reported the
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1508);
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4643) granting an
increase of pension to Pheobe L. Peyton, reported the same with-
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1509); which said
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on Claims,
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10457) for the
relief of Abram G. Hoyt, reported the same without amendment,
accompanied by a reglrt (No. 1511); which said bill and report
were referred to the Private Calendar.

CHANGE OF REFERENCE.

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from
;hﬁ consideration of the following bills; which were referred as

ollows:

A bill (H. R. 12659) granting an increase of pension to Eveline
V. Ferguson—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re-
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. ~

ADbill(H. R. 11358) for the relief of ThomasT. Dunn and others—
Committee on Private Land Claims discharged, and referred to
the Committee on the Public Lands.

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS.

Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials
?futhe following titles were introduced, and severally referred as

ollows:

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 13445) tempo-
rarily to provide for dﬂ;e adtll:t;inistmtion o§0 mt\;lﬂe aga.irs tli-;e the
Philippine Islands, and for other purposes— mmittee on
Insular Affairs.

By Mr. DAYTON (by request): A bill (H, R. 13446) allowing
three months’ extra pay to United States Navy enlisted men who
served outside the United States, and one month’s extra pay to
such as served within the United States during the Spanish-Amer-
ican war—to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. SMALL: A bill (H. R. 13447) to prohibit the sale or
manufacture of distilled spirits, fermented liquors, or wines un-
der the aunthority of the United States in States where the same
is prohibited by the laws of said States—to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

Also, a bill (H. R. 138448) to provide for terms of the United
States district courts at Greenville, N. C.—to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

By Mr. WEEKS, from the Committee on Elections No. 3: A
resolution (H. Res. 204) in the contested-election case of James
A. Walker v. William F. Rhea, Ninth district of Virginia—to the
House Calendar.

By Mr. TAWNEY: Memorial of the legislature of Minnesota
favoring the passage of Senate bill 3575, to increase the powers of
the Interstate-Commerce Commission—to the Committee on Inter-
state and Foreign Commerce.

Also, memorial of the legislature of Minnesota, respecting the 5
per cent of the minimum price of the lands that have been appro-

riated as compensation for military services rendered the United
gtates since the admission of Minnesota into the Union—to the
Committee on the Public Lands.

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXITI, private bills of the following titles
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. ADAMSON: A bill (H. R. 13449) granting an increase
of pension to Mary A. B. Scott—to the Committee on Pensions,

y Mr. CAPRON: A bill (H. R. 13450) ting an increase
of pension to Henry ¥. Hunt—to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
B1OnS.

By Mr. CLAYTON: A bill (H. R. 13451) for the relief of the
legal representatives of Abraham Laurence, deceased—to the
Committee on Claims,

By Mr. McCALL: A bill (H. R. 13452) granting a pension to
Rose Murphy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. MUTCHLER: A bill (H. R. 13453) for the relief of
Charles Mohn—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. FLYNN: A bill (H. R. 18454) for the relief of Caroline
H. Goben—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

ied by a report (No. 1506);

By Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H. R. 13455) granting an increase
of pension to Delos W. Hare—to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions,

By Mr. JACKSON of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 13456) granti
increase of pension to Thomas Louderback—to the (.})ommﬁt?ege gﬁ
O Mr. TACEY: A bill

y Mr. EY: A bill (H. R. 13457) granting an inc f
pension to John 8. Crosser—to the Committee on Ignvaliange;zeong.

Also, a bill (H. R. 13458) granting an increase of pension to
Enos Paul%ir}zl—?% thﬁ C%ttee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a - R. 59) granting a ion to
Whit 34 the Cinmitiee o Pontione, . - Ay Ko

By Mr. LASSITER: A bill (H. R. 13460) for the relief of the
estate of Peter McEnery, deceased—to the Committee on War

By Mr. RIXEY: A bill (H. R. 13461) granting a pension to
Walter S. Buchanan—to the Committee) O?Inva]g;d Pegsions-

By Mr. ROBERTS: A bill (H. R. 13462) authorizing the Presi-
dent of the United States to nominate Lient. Commander W. P.
Randall, now on the retired list, to be a commander on the retired
list—to the Committee on Naval Affairs.

By Mr. ROBINSON of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 13463) granting
an increase of pension to Hiram A, Hober—to the Committee on
Oy e BRTLES: A

y Mr, : A Dill (H. R. 13464) granting a pension to
Mary Aby—to the Committee on Invalid Pension? s

Also, a bill (H. R. 13465) granting an increase of pension to
William 8. Foster—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. SMALL: A bill (H. R. 13466) for the relief of Joseph
A. Farrow—to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. CONNER: A bill (H. R. 13467) granting a pension to
Joseph H. Woodniff—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. CONRY: A bill (H. R. 13468) granting a pension to
Joseph 8. Hess—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 13469) granting an increase of pension to
Daniel R. Hanwell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

By Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 13470) grant-
ing an increase of pension to George W. G. Russell—to the Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H, R. 13471) for the relief of Sarah
E. Cady—to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 13472) granting an increase
of pension to Lewis E. Wilcox—to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions.

_ By Mr. RAY of New York: A bill (H. R. 13473) granting an
increase of pension to Mary A. Aldrich—to the Committee on In-
valid Pensions.

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXTI, the following petitions and papers
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows:

By Mr. ACHESON: Paper to accompany House bill 11357, for
the relief of W. P. Fryer—to the Committes on Invalid Pen-
sions, -

Also, resolution of Typograghica] Union No. 2, of Philadelphia,
Pa., in opposition to House bill 5777, amending the copyright
law—to the Committee on Patents.

By Mr. ALEXANDER: Resolutionsof Tar and Gravel Roofers® -
Union No. 8450, of Buffalo, N. Y., for the exclusion of illiterate
itt_lnmigmntshto the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza-

0on.

By Mr. APLIN: Resolutions of Ship nters’ Union No. 8511,
West Bay City, Mich., against immigration from south and east
of Europe—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization,

Also, petition of St. Stanislaus Benevolent Society, of Alpena,
Mich., favoring the erection of a statue to the late Brigadier-
Eieneral Count Pulaski at Washington—to the Committee on the

Also, resolutions of Merchants and Manufacturers’ Exchange
of Detroit, Mich., favorin%a reorganization of the consular sery-
ice—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

Also, resolution of the same, favoring House bill 8337, to amend
an act to regulate commerce—to the Committee on Interstate and
Foreign Commerce,

By Mr, BATES: Petition of Marine Engineers’ Beneficial As-
sociation, relating to licensing marine engineers—to the Com-
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries.

By Mr. BULL: Protest of Hugh P. Mulholland, of North
Tiverton, R. L, inst provision for a representative of the
United States at the coronation of the King of England—to the
Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. DALZELL: Petitions of Polish societies of Pittsburg
and Braddock, Pa., favoring House bill 16, for the erection of an
equestrian statue of the late General Pulaski at Washington,
D. C.—to the Committee on the Library.

Also, resolutions of Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen of
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Sharpsville, Pa.; Order of Railway Conductors of Sunbury,
Pa.; Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers of Lebanon and
Gireensburg, Pa., and Locomotive Firemen of Harrisburg, Pa.,
favoring the passage of the Grosvenor anti-injunction bill—to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, resolutions of Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen of
Easton, Pa., for the enactment of the Foraker-Corliss bill, amend-
ing the law relating to safety appliances—to the Committee on
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 3

Also, petition of Typographical Union of Philadelphia, Pa.,
urging the defeat of House bill 5777 and Senate bill 2894, amend-
ing the copyright law—to the Committee on Patents.

Also, petition of Bricklayers’ Union No. 2, of Pittsburg, Pa.,
in favor of the extension of the Chinese-exclusion law—to the
Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. DAYTON: Petition of United States Naval Volunteers
of Spanish-American war for two months’ extra pay—to the
Committee on Naval Affairs.

By Mr. DOVENER: Petition of Burley Clemens and 22 other
citizens of Marshall County, W. Va., in favor of House bills 17
and 179, reducing the tax on distilled spirits—to the Committee
on Ways and Means,

By Mr. DRAPER: Memorial of the New York Produce Ex-
change, favoring House bill 8337, to amend an act to regulate
commerce—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com-
merce.

By Mr. ESCH: Resolutions of the Wisconsin Closing Farmers’
Institute, Oconomowoe, Wis., relative to the coloring of oleo-
margarine—to the Committee on Agriculture.

Also, resolutions of the same institution, in favor of the rural
free-delivery system—to the Committee on the Post-Office and
Post-Roads.

Also, resolutions of the same, favoring a bill for the establish-
ment and maintenance of schools of mines and mining—to the
Committee on Mines and Mining.

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Resolution of Levi P. Morton Club, of
Brooklyn, N. Y., and Coopers’ Union No. 2, of New York, in-
dorsing House bill 6279, to increase the pay of letter carriers—to
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

Also, petition of the National Association of State Dairy and
Food Departments, for uniform legislation for the conduct of said
departments—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com-
merce.

Also, memorial of New York Produce Exchan
amendment of the interstate-commerce acts—to
Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

Also, resolutions of American Federation of Labor, Brother-
hood of Locomotive Engineers, and other labor organizations, in
favor of the extension of the Chinese-exclusion law—to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs.

Mr. GRAHAM: Resolution of phical Union No. 2,
of Philadelphia, Pa., in opposition to House bill 5777, amending
the copyright law—to the Committee on Patents.

By Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts: Resolution of Polish So-
ciety No. 36, of New Bedford, Mass.. favoring the erection of a
statne to the late Brigadier-General Count Pulaski at Washing-
ton—to the Committee on the Library.

By Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania: Resolutions of Honest Work-
ers’ Lodge, No. 25, Reading, Pa., for the further restriction of im-
migration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization.

Also, resolutions of Stove Mounters’ Union No. 42, Reading,
Pa., favoring the construction of war vessels in the United States
navy-yards—to the Committee on Naval Affairs,

, petition of citizens of Robesonia and vicinity, in the State
of Pennsylvania, favoring an amendment to the Constitution
making polygamy a crime—to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. HEMENWAY: Resolutions of Federal Labor Union
No. 9310, of Petersburg, Ind., favoring an educational qualifica-
tion for immigrants—to the Committee on Immigration and
Naturalization.

By Mr. JONES of Washington: Petition of J. W. Jackson and
other citizens of Centerville, Wash., in relation to rebates on pre-
emptions on public lands—to the Committee on the Public Lands.

Also, petition of steamboat owners, pilots, and others, in rela-
tion to rules and regmlations for gasoline launches—to the Com-
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries,

By Mr. LACEY: Papers to accompany House bill 13457, grant-
ing a pension to John 8. Crosser—to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. LASSITER: Paper to accompany bill for the relief of
the estate of Peter McEnery, deceased—to the Committee on War

Claims,

By Mr. LAWRENCE: Petitions of 639 lodges and divisions of
Brotherhood of Locomotive ineers, Railroad Trainmen, Order
of Railroad Telegraphers, and Railway Conductors from various
States, favoring an educational qualification for immigrants—to
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization.

, in relation to
Committee on

By Mr. LINDSAY: Resolution of New York Produce Ex-
change, favoring House bill 8337 and Senate bill 8575, amendi
the interstate-commerce act—to the Committee on Interstate a
Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. MANN: Papers toaccompany House bill 9437, grantinga
pension to Elias A. Calkins—to the Commiftee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr, MARTIN: Resolution of Typographical Union No. 218,
of Sioux Falls, S. Dak., in opposition to House bill 5777, amend-
ing the copyright law—to the Committee on Patents.

By Mr. McCALL: Petition of Central Labor Union of Cam-
bridge, Mass., favoring a restriction of the immigration of cheap
laber from Europe to the United States—to the Committee on
Immigration and Naturalization.

By Mr, MIERS of Indiana: Paper to accompany House bill
6171, for the relief of James L. East—to the Committee on Mili-
tary Affairs. :

By Mr. MORRELL: Resolution of Typographical Union No. 2,
of Philadelphia, Pa., in opposition to House bill 5777, amending
the copyright law—to the Commitiee on Patents.

By Mr. MUTCHLER: Paper to accompany House bill 13336, to
amend the military record of Samuel Snyder—to the Committee
on Military Affairs.

Also, paper accompanying House bill 13149, to remove charge
of desertion from the military record of James Heiney—to the
Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, papers to accompany House bill 13373, granting an increase
of pension to A. W. Marsh—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. PARKER: Resolutions of Masons’ Union No. 18, of
Newark, N. J., favoring the reenactment of the Chinese-exclusion
law—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

Also, resolutions of Essex Trades Council and Feeders and
Pressmen’s Union No. 19, of Newark, N. J., favoring an educa-
tional test for restriction of immigration—to the Committee on
Immigration and Naturalization.

By Mr. RIXEY: Paper to accompany House bill for the relief
of ]Zebanon Union Church, Lincolnia, Fairfax County, Va.—to
the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. ROBINSON of Nebraska: Papers to accompan%House
bill 13463, granting an increase of pension to Hiram A. Hober—
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

By Mr. RUPPERT: Memorial by the National Association of
State Dairy and Food Departments, in favor of uniform legisla-
tion for the conduct and operation of the said departments—to
the Committee on Agriculture.

Also, resolutions of Coopers’ International Union No. 2, of New
York City, in favor of the proposed increase of pay of letter car-
riers—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

Also, memorial of the New York Produce Exchange, favoring
House bill 8337 and Senate bill 8575, amending the interstate-
commerce act—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com-
merce.

By Mr. RYAN: Resolutions of Polish Roman Catholic Union,
No. 202, of Buffalo, N. Y., favoring the erection of a statue to the
late Brigadier-General Count Pulaski at Washington—to the
Committee on the Library.

Also, petition of the National Association of State Dairy and
Food Departments, in favor of uniform legislation for the con-
duct and operation of said departments—to the Committee on
Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

Also, memorial of New York Produce Exchange, concerning
proposed amendments to the interstate-commerce law—to the
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. SALMON: Petitions of citizens of Belvidere, N. J.,and
Warren County, N. J., for an amendment to the Constitution pre-
venting polygamous marriages—to the Committee on the Judi-
ciary.

Also, resolutions of aphical Union No. 433, of Dover,
N. J., in favor of the extension of the Chinese-exclusion law—to
the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. SMITH of Illinois: Resolutions of the Labor Union No.
8203, of Duquoin, and No. 8280, of Metropolis, Ill., and Labor
Union of Anna, Ill., favoring an educational qualification for im-
migrants—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization.

By Mr. SPERRY: Resolution of Bricklayers’ Union No. 215,
New Haven, Conn., for more rigid restriction of immigration—
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization.

By Mr. STARK: Resolution of McKinney Post, No, 102, Grand
Army of the Republic, of Shelby, Nebr., favoring the construc-
tion of war vessels in the United States navy-yards—to the Com-
mittee on Naval Affairs,

By Mr. STEELE: Petition of C. Allman and others of Hunf-
ington, Ind., urging the passage of House bills 178 and 179. pro-
posing to reduce the tax on whisky—to the Committee on Ways
and Means.

By Mr. TIRRELL: Resolutions of Central Labor Union of
Fitchburg, Mass., favoring an educational qualification for immi-
grants—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization.
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By Mr. TOMPEKINS: Petition of Painters and Paper Hanﬁ)rs’
Union No. 122, of Newburgh. N. Y., against immigration from
south and east of Europe—to the Committee on Immigration and
Naturalization.

Also, resolutions of Millard Division, No. 104, Railway Con-
dunctors, Middletown, N. Y,, favoring a further restriction of Chi-
nese Immigration—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs,

SENATE.
WEDNESDAY, April 9, 1902.

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MiLeUrN, D. D.

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro-
ceedings, when, on request of Mr. HARRIS, and by unanimous con-
sent, the further reading was dispensed with,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal will stand ap-
proved, if there be no objection.

0. H, P, WAYNE.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com-
munication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans-
mitting a certified copy of the findings filed by the court in the
cause of O, H. P. Wayne v. The United States; which, with the
accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on Claims,
and ordered to be printed.

JOSIAH J. BRYAN,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com-
munication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans-
mitting a certified copy of the findings filed by the court in the
cause of John Bryan, administrator of Josiah J. Bryan, deceased,
2. The United States; which, with the accompanying paper, was
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.

A message from the Honse of Representatives, by Mr, J. W.
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed
the following bill and joint resolution; in which it requested the
concurrence of the Senate:

A bill (H. R. 11535) for the protection of game in Alaska, and
for other purposes; and

A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 173) to authorize the Commis-
sioners of the District of Columbia to issue certain temporary

permits.
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED.

The message also announced that the Sgeuker of the House had
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon
signed by the President pro tempore:

A bill (8. 2442) confirming title to the State of Nebraska;

A bill (H. R. 10117) granting a pension to Sarah H. H. Lowe; and

A bill (H. R. 10530) to repeal war-revenue taxation, and for
other purposes.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS,

Mr. FOSTER of Washington presented a petition of Stone
Masons’ Local Union No. 5, of Seattle, Waah;l,n];raying for the
enactment of legislation providing an educational test for immi-
ms to this country; which was referred to the Committee on

igration.

He iliaso vresented petitions of Stonemasons’ Local Union No.

5, of Seattle, and of Carpenters’ Local Union No. 98, of Spokane, |

in the State of Washington, praying for the enactment of legis-
Jation to exclude Chinese laborers from the United States and
their insular possessions; which were ordered to lie on the table,

Mr. CLARK of Montana presented a petition of the Montana
State Agricultural Association, praying for the enactment of leg-
islation providing for the irrigation of the arid lands of the West;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

He also presented a petition of Local Division No. 191, Order
of Railway Conductors, of Glendive, Mont., praying for the re-
enactment of the Chinese-exclusion law; which was ordered to
lie on the table.

He also presented a petifion of Mill and Smelters’ Local Union
No. 117, American Federation of Labor, of Anaconda, Mont.,
praying for the enactment of legislation providing an educational
test for immigrants to this country; which was referred to the
Committee on Immigration.

He also presented a memorial of graphical Union No. 126,
American Federation of Labor, of Butte, Mont., remonstrating
against the adoption of certain amendments to the present copy-

ight law; which was referred to the Committee on Patents.

. CARMACK presented petitions of Bricklayers’ Local
Union No. 1, of Memphis; of Retail Clerks’ Local Union No. 151,
of Memphis, in the State of Tennessee; of the American Federa-
tion of Labor, the Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, the
Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen, the Order of Railway Con-
ductors, the Brotherhood of Railway Trainmen, the T -of
Railway Telegraphers, the Sailors’ Union of the Pacific, the In-

ternational Seamen’s Union of America, and the Chinese-Exclu-
sion Commission of California, praying for the enactment of
legislation toexclude Chinese laborers from the United States and
their insular possessions; which were ordered to lie on the table.

He also presented petitions of Paper Hangers’ Local Union No,
83, of Barbers’ Locag Union No. 79, of the Nashville Typograph-
ical Union, and of Plasterers’ Local Union No. 91, of Nashville;
of Beer Bottlers’ Local Union No. 195, of the Marine Engineers’
Beneficial Association No. 20, of Switchmen’s Local Union No.
127, and of Bricklayers’ Local Union No. 1, of Memphis; of Knox-
ville T3§»ographical Union, No. 111, and of Paper Ifnngers' Local
Union No. 14, of Knoxville; of Painters, Decorators, and Paper
Hangers’ Local Union No. 226, and of Iron Molders’ Local Union
No. 53, of Chattanooga; of Tobacco Workers’ Local Union No. 52,
and of Iron Molders’ Local Union No. 355, of Bristol; of Clarks-
ville Typographical Union, No. 436, of Clarksville, and of Iron
Molders’ Locali Union No. 165, of South Pittsburg, all in the State
of Tennessee, praying for the enactment of legislation providing
an educational test for immigrants to this country; which were
referred to the Committee on Immigration.

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of the Woman’s Chris-
tian Temperance Union of Antrim, N. H., praying for the adop-
tion of an amendment to the Constitution to prohibit polygamy;
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Mr. DOLLIVER presented a petition of the Business Men’s As-
sociation of Davenport, Iowa, praying for the adoption of certain
amendments to the interstate-commerce law; which was referred
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce.

He also presented a petition of the Bankers' Association of
Cedar Rapids, Iowa, praying for the repeal of the present bank-
ruptey law; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary.

e also presented a memorial of the Business Men’s Association
of Pella, Iowa, remonstrating against the of the so-called
parcels-post bill; which was referred fo the Committee on Post-
Offices and Post-Roads.

He also presented sundry papers to accompany the bill (S, 1261)
granting a pension to Nathan L. Faulkner; which were referred
to the Committee on Pensions,

He also presented petitions of Local Division No. 93, of Fort
Dodge; of Lodge No. 130, of Eagle Grove; of Lodge No. 86, of
Perry; of Lodge No. 520, of Council Bluffs; of Lodge No. 430, of
Lake City; of Lodge No. 183, of Clinton; of Lodge No. 515, of
Fort Madison; of Lodge No. 352, of Estherville, and of Lodge No.
58, of Twin City, all of the Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, in
the State of Iowa, praying for the passage of the so-called Fora-
ker-Corliss safety-appliance bill; which were referred to the Com-
mittee on Interstate Commerce.

He also presented petitions of Coopers’ Umnion No. 426, of Ot-
tumwa; of Local Union No. 162, of Ottumwa; of Painters’ Local
Union No. 138, of Ottumwa, and of Local Union No. 818, of Ot-
tnmwa, all of the American Federation of Labor; of Local Union
No. 869, United Mine Workers of America, of Boonsboro, and of
Lodge No. 138, Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, of Eagle
Grove, all in the State of Iows, praying for the passage of the
so-called Hoar anti-injunction bill, to Iimit the meaning of the
word “* conspiracy”’ and the use of * restraining orders and in-
junctions ” in certain cases; which were ordered to lie on the table,

He also presented petitions of Painters, Decorators, and Paper
Hangers' Union No. 548, American Federation of Labor,
of Fairfield, and of Lodge No. 29, Brotherhood of Locomotive Fire-
men, of Mason City, all in the State of Iowa, praying for the re-
enactment of the Chinese-exclusion law; which were ordered to
lie on the table.

He also presented petitions of Lodge No. 515; Brotherhood of
Railroad inmen, of Fort Madison; of Local Union No. 548,
American Federation of Labor, of Fairfield, and of the Painters,
Decorators, and Paper Hangers’ Local Union No. 83, American
Federation of Labor, of Keokuk, all in the State of Towa, praying
for the enactment of legislation providing an educational test for
immigrants to this country; which were referred to the Commit-
tee on Immigration.

He also presented a petition of Lodge No. 515, Brotherhood of
Railroad }}rmnmﬂn of Fort Madison, Iowa, praying for the
enactment of legislation providing for the exclusion of all alien
labor coming into this country; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Education and Labor.

Mr. FAIRBANKS presented a petition of Federal Labor Union,
No. 9370, American Federation of Labor, of Petersburg, Ind.,
praying for the enactment of legislation providing an educational
test for immigrants to this country; which was referred to the
Committee on Immigration.

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of the Central Labor Union of
Fitchburg, Mass., praying for the enactment of legislation pro-
viding an educational test for immigrants to this country; which
was referred to the Committee on Immigration.

Mr. QUAY presented a petition of Onoke Lodge, No. 211, Broth-
erhood of Locomotive Firemen, of Easton, Pa., praying for the
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